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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MITCHELL).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 11, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable PAUL
MITCHELL, to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 1:50 p.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

KANSANS HELPING FELLOW
AMERICANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to acknowledge and speak in
support of my friends in Texas and
Florida who are currently fighting and
recovering from Hurricanes Harvey and
Irma. While my thoughts and prayers
go out to all those affected, I am also
reminded of the courage and resilience
Americans display in these trying
times. I am especially proud of my

State of Kansas’ National Guard, who
has assembled and are currently assist-
ing those affected.

Airmen in the 184th Intelligence
Wing out of McConnell Air Force Base,
Wichita, Kansas, are currently con-
ducting incident awareness and assess-
ment activities in both Texas and Flor-
ida. They are compiling information by
analyzing video footage and imagery of
the affected areas, pinpointing where
immediate assistance is required.

Additionally, soldiers from the 69th
Troop Command in Topeka are also ad-
vising senior National Guard leaders to
ensure the National Guard is successful
in their response efforts and critical in-
formation is effectively communicated
to the public.

I am incredibly proud of the National
Guard and all Kansans who are cur-
rently helping our neighbors in Florida
and Texas in multiple capacities. It is
incredibly empowering to watch Amer-
icans come together during these try-
ing times and lend a hand to the most
in need.

ACKNOWLEDGING THE MANY AGRICULTURAL

PRODUCERS ACROSS KANSAS

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to acknowledge the many agri-
cultural producers across Kansas who
work tirelessly to keep the very heart
of our Nation beating. I represent the
largest agriculture-producing district
in the country, and over recess I spent
a great deal of time traveling 2,000
miles and holding some 10 farm bill lis-
tening sessions to find out exactly how
we in Congress can best serve the needs
of our producers.

On one of my farm bill listening
tours, I was reminded of just how im-
portant the farm bill is to my district
and countless others across the Nation.
We must protect our farmers and
ranchers, especially in this depressed
agriculture economy. Farming is one of

the riskiest, high-tech, most intri-
cately complicated businesses out
there.

As a member of the House Agri-
culture Committee, I look forward to
working with my colleagues to take
the voice of American farmers and
translate it into an appropriate and
well-defined farm bill. We must send
the message to our farmers and small
communities that we will continue to
support them and ensure that their
livelihoods are protected.

To do this, we must increase flexi-
bility and make sure that crop insur-
ance is available to all those who need
it most. Crop insurance doesn’t just
protect the farmers, it protects the
loan at the local bank, it protects
downtown communities like yours and
mine, it protects the co-ops, and it pro-
tects Main Street, America. America is
protected by crop insurance.

I firmly believe it is our duty to
make sure that those who put food on
our tables aren’t struggling to put food
on theirs.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 3 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
0 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MITCHELL) at 2 p.m.

————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Dear Lord, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

On this anniversary of the 9/11 trag-
edy, we ask Your blessing of peace
upon our Nation and the world. May

[ This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H7219



H7220

Your healing presence continue to
imbue the lives of those who were per-
sonally assaulted on that momentous
day, and ease the mourning of those
who lost their loved ones.

We ask Your continued blessing on
those whose lives have been disrupted
by so many natural disasters: hurri-
canes, ongoing fires, and their
aftermaths. May the efforts of so many
to help them recover and establish
themselves be a hopeful beginning of
many months of work and rebuilding
thanks to the efforts of so many Amer-
icans and good neighbors.

Through all this, bless the Members
of this people’s House with the wisdom
and perseverance they need to attend
the pressing needs of the Nation.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian
Pate, one of his secretaries.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0 1623

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MARSHALL) at 4 o’clock
and 23 minutes p.m.

———

EMERGENCY AID TO AMERICAN
SURVIVORS OF HURRICANES
IRMA AND JOSE OVERSEAS ACT

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and the
Committee on the Budget be dis-
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charged from further consideration of
the bill (H.R. 3732) to amend section
1113 of the Social Security Act to pro-
vide authority for increased fiscal year
2017 and 2018 payments for temporary
assistance to United States citizens re-
turned from foreign countries, and ask
for its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3732

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Emergency
Aid to American Survivors of Hurricanes
Irma and Jose Overseas Act”.

SEC. 2. INCREASE IN AGGREGATE PAYMENTS
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017 AND 2018 FOR

TEMPORARY ASSISTANCE TO
UNITED STATES CITIZENS RE-
TURNED FROM FOREIGN COUN-
TRIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1113(d) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1313(d)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2010 and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal years 2017 and 2018’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘that fiscal year’” and in-
serting ‘‘each such fiscal year’’.

(b) EMERGENCY DESIGNATION.—The
amounts made available by the amendments
made by subsection (a) are designated as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
4(g) of the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of
2010 (2 U.S.C. 933(2)).

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
CERTAIN TERRORIST ATTACKS—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 115-67)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days of the anniversary date of its dec-
laration, the President publishes in the
Federal Register and transmits to the
Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. Consistent
with this provision, I have sent to the
Federal Register the enclosed notice,
stating that the emergency declared in
Proclamation 7463 of September 14,
2001, ‘‘National Emergency by Reason
of Certain Terrorist Attacks,” is to
continue in effect beyond September
14, 2017.

September 11, 2017

The threat of terrorism that resulted
in the declaration of a national emer-
gency on September 14, 2001, continues.
The authorities that have been invoked
under that declaration of a national
emergency continue to be critical to
the ability of the Armed Forces of the
United States to perform essential mis-
sions in the United States and around
the world to address the continuing
threat of terrorism. For these reasons,
I have determined that it is necessary
to continue in effect the national
emergency declared on September 14,
2001, in response to certain terrorist at-
tacks.

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 11, 2017.

———

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on September 8, 2017, she
presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills:

H.R. 601. Making continuing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2018, and for other purposes.

H.R. 624. To restrict the inclusion of social
security account numbers on Federal docu-
ments sent by mail, and for other purposes.

——————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 26 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, September 12, 2017, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2421. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting designa-
tion for Overseas Contingency Operations/
Global War on Terrorism all funding (includ-
ing the rescission of funds) and contributions
from foreign governments so designated by
the Congress, pursuant to Public Law 115-31,
Sec. 6(a) (H. Doc. No. 115—65); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

2422. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting designa-
tion of funding as an emergency require-
ment, pursuant to Public Law 115-31, Sec.
6(a) (H. Doc. No. 115—66); to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

2423. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information
Administration, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Scope of NTIA’s Authority Regarding
FirstNet Fees [Docket No.: 151209999-7323-02]
(RIN: 0660-AA30) received September 1, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2424. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
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Food Additives Permitted in Feed and
Drinking Water of Animals; Gamma-Lino-
lenic Acid Safflower Oil [Docket No.: FDA-
2012-F-0949] received August 24, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2425. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ken-
tucky; Louisville Miscellaneous Rule Revi-
sions [EPA-R04-2017-0022; FRL-9967-05-Region
4] received August 25, 21017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2426. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ken-
tucky; Revisions to Jefferson County Emis-
sions Monitoring and Reporting [EPA-R04-
OAR-2017-0004; FRL-9966-94-Region 4] re-
ceived August 25, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2427. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Georgia;
Update to Materials Incorporated by Ref-
erence [GA-2017; FRL-9965-15-Region 4] re-
ceived August 25, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2428. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval and Air
Quality Designation; TN; Redesignation of
the Knoxville 1997 Annual PM2.5 Nonattain-
ment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04-OAR-
2017-0085; FRL-9966-92-Region 4] received Au-
gust 25, 017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2429. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; New Jersey; Re-
vised Format for Materials Being Incor-
porated by Reference; Correction [EPA-R02-
2017-NJ1; FRL-9967-14-Region 2] received Au-
gust 25, 017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2430. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; AK,
Fairbanks North Star Borough; 2006 PM2.5
Moderate Area Plan [EPA-R10-OAR-2015-0131;
FRL-9967-21-Region 10] received August 31,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2431. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Indiana;
Redesignation of the Indiana Portion of the
Cincinnati-Hamilton, OH-IN-KY Area to At-
tainment of the 1997 Annual Standard for
Fine Particulate Matter [EPA-R05-OAR-2016-
0513; FRL-9967-17-Region 5] received August
31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2432. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Maine;
New Motor Vehicle Emission Standards
[EPA-R01-OAR-2013-0089; A-1-FRL-9967-28-Re-
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gion 1] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2433. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval;
New Hampshire; Rules for Open Burning and
Incinerators [EPA-R01-OAR-2017-0138; A-1-
FRL-9967-27-Region 1] received August 31,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2434. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ohio;
Volatile Organic Compound Control Rules
[EPA-R05-OAR-2015-0802; FRIL.-9967-40-Region
5] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2435. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s withdrawal of direct final rule — Air
Plan Approval; Rhode Island; Reasonably
Available Control Technology for TUS
Watercraft, LLC; [EPA-R01-OAR-2017-0025;
FRIL-9967-29-Region 1] received August 31,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2436. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; Nevada; Re-
gional Haze Progress Report; Correction
[EPA-R09-OAR-2015-0316; FRL-9966-82-Region
9] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2437. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-

cy’s final rule — Attainment Date Exten-
sions for the Logan, Utah-Idaho 2006 24-Hour
Fine Particulate Matter Nonattainment

Area [EPA-R08-OAR-2017-0216 and EPA-RI10-
OAR-2017-0193; FRL-9967-22-Regions 8 and 10]
received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2438. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Arkansas: Final Au-
thorization of State-initiated Changes and
Incorporation by Reference of Approved
State Hazardous Waste Management Pro-
gram [EPA-R06-2016-0680; FRI1-9966-55-Region
6] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2439. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan; Imperial County
Air Pollution Control District; Stationary
Sources Permits [EPA-R09-OAR-2015-0621;
FRL-9965-89-Region 9] received August 31,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2440. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Significant New Use
Rules on Certain Chemical Substances [EPA-
HQ-OPPT-2016-0331; FRL-9959-81] (RIN: 2070-
AB27) received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2441. A letter from the Chief of Staff,
Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Connect America
Fund [WC Docket No.: 10-90] ETC Annual Re-
ports and Certifications [WC Docket No.: 14-
58] received August 24, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2442. A letter from the Assistant Bureau
Chief for Management, International Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Implementation of Section 25.281(b) Trans-
mitter Identification Requirements for
Video Uplink Transmissions [IB Docket No.:
12-267] received August 24, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2443. A letter from the Acting Chief, Policy
and Rules Division, OET, Office of Engineer-
ing and Technology, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Amendment of Parts 1,
2, 15, 90 and 95 of the Commission’s Rules to
Permit Radar Services in the 76-81 GHz Band
[ET Docket No.: 15-26] received August 24,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2444. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Temporary Modification
of Category XI of the United States Muni-
tions List [Public Notice 10082] (RIN: 1400-
AE43) received September 1, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

2445. A letter from the Wildlife Biologist,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Department
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Migratory Bird Subsist-
ence Harvest in Alaska; Use of Inedible Bird
Parts in Authentic Alaska Native Handi-
crafts for Sale [Docket No.: FWS-R7-MB-
2015-0172;  FF07M01000-178-FXMB12310700000]
(RIN: 1018-BB24) received August 24, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

2446. A letter from the National Permits
Coordinator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Migratory Bird
Permits; Control Order for Introduced Migra-
tory Bird Species in Hawaii [Docket No.:
FWS-HQ-MB-2013-0070; FF09M21200-134-
FXMB1231099BPP0] (RIN: 1018-AZ69) received
August 24, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

2447. A letter from the Wildlife Biologist,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Department
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major final rule — Migratory Bird
Hunting; Seasons and Bag and Possession
Limits for Certain Migratory Game Birds
[Docket No.: FWS-HQ-MB-2016-0051;
FF09M21200-178-FXMB1231099BPP0] (RIN:
1018-BB40) received August 24, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

2448. A letter from the Wildlife Biologist,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Department
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major interim final rule — Migratory
Bird Hunting; Migratory Bird Hunting Regu-
lations on Certain Federal Indian Reserva-
tions and Ceded Lands for the 2017-18 Season
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[Docket No.: FWS-HQ-MB-2016-0051;
FF09M21200-178-FXMB1231099BPP0] (RIN:
1018-BB40) received September 1, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

2449. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Upper
Mississippi River, Minneapolis and St. Paul,
MN [Docket No: USCG-2017-0300] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received September 1, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2450. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Safety Zones; Coast Guard Sec-
tor Ohio Valley Annual and Recurring Safe-
ty Zones Update [Docket No.: USCG-2017-
0011] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received September 1,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2451. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Detroit
Symphony Orchestra Fireworks, Lake St.
Clair, Grosse Pointe Shores, MI [Docket No.:
USCG-2017-0349] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
September 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2452. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Safety Zones; Annual Fireworks
Displays within the Sector Columbia River
Captain of the Port Zone [Docket No.: USCG-
2017-0149] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2453. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; United
Illuminating Company, Housatonic River
Crossing Project; Milford and Stratford, CT
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0825] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received September 1, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2454. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone;
Kosciuszko Bridge Construction, Newtown
Creek, Brooklyn and Queens, NY [Docket
No.: USCG-2016-1048] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 1, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2455. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Garlock
Wedding; Saint Lawrence River, Alexandria
Bay, NY [Docket No.: USCG-2017-0558] (RIN:
1625-AA00) received September 1, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

2456. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Severn
River, Sherwood Forest, MD [Docket No.:
USCG-2017-0468] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
September 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
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801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2457. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone;
Canalside’s 4th of July Celebration; Buffalo
Outer Harbor, Buffalo, NY [Docket No.:
USCG-2017-0476] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
September 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2458. A letter from the Attorney, CG-LRA,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Navy
Underwater Detonation (UNDET) Exercise,
Apra Outer Harbor, GU [Docket No.: USCG-
2017-0502] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2459. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim final rule — Special Local Regulations
and Safety Zones; Recurring Marine Events
and Fireworks Displays within the Fifth
Coast Guard District [Docket No.:. USCG-
2017-0064] (RIN: 1625-AA08, AA00) received
September 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2460. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Coast Guard Sector, Marine In-
spection Zone, and Captain of the Port Zone
Structure; Technical Amendment [Docket
No.: USCG-2017-0436] received September 1,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2615. A bill to authorize
the exchange of certain land located in Gulf
Islands National Seashore, Jackson County,
Mississippi, between the National Park Serv-
ice and the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and
for other purposes (Rept. 115-302). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 3017. A bill to amend the
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 to
reauthorize and improve the brownfields pro-
gram, and for other purposes (Rept. 115-303,
Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 2874. A bill to achieve re-
forms to improve the financial stability of
the National Flood Insurance Program, to
enhance the development of more accurate
estimates of flood risk through new tech-
nology and better maps, to increase the role
of private markets in the management of
flood insurance risks, and to provide for al-
ternative methods to insure against flood
peril, and for other purposes; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 115-304). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

September 11, 2017

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. MARCHANT (for himself, Mr.
KIND, and Mr. MEEHAN):

H.R. 3726. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to create alternative
sanctions for technical noncompliance with
the Stark rule under Medicare, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mrs. BROOKS
of Indiana, and Ms. MATSUI):

H.R. 3727. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to include additional
telehealth services for purposes of MA orga-
nization bids, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. BUCSHON):

H.R. 3728. A bill to amend title VII of the
Public Health Service Act to reauthorize
certain programs relating to the health pro-
fessions workforce, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. NUNES (for himself and Ms. SE-
WELL of Alabama):

H.R. 3729. A bill to amend titles XI and
XVIII of the Social Security Act to facilitate
provider and supplier cost reporting of ambu-
lance services under the Medicare program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Mr. BLUM, Mr.
REED, Mr. KIND, Mr. AMODEI, Ms.
BoNawMIcI, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS,
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. JOYCE of
Ohio, Mr. MOULTON, Ms. TSONGAS,
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. COURT-
NEY, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania,
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. LATTA, Mr.

TIBERI, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr.
SIRES, Mr. TURNER, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr.

PALAZZO, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. GRAVES of
Georgia, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr.
RyYAN of Ohio, Mr. NUNES, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Ms. EsTY of Connecticut,
Mr. RUSH, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mr. KELLY
of Pennsylvania, Mr. POCAN, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. KEATING, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. TONKO, and Mr. BOST):

H.R. 3730. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for the non-
application of Medicare competitive acquisi-
tion rates to complex rehabilitative manual
wheelchairs and accessories; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. KATKO (for himself, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, Mr. GowDY, Mr. McCAUL, Mr.
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THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
RATCLIFFE, Ms. NORTON, and Mr.
DONOVAN):

H.R. 3731. A bill to provide overtime pay
for employees of the United States Secret
Service, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. REICHERT:

H.R. 3732. A bill to amend section 1113 of
the Social Security Act to provide authority
for increased fiscal year 2017 and 2018 pay-
ments for temporary assistance to United
States citizens returned from foreign coun-
tries; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on the
Budget, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. considered and passed.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and
Mrs. WALORSKI):

H.R. 3733. A bill to provide for the more ac-
curate computation of retirement benefits
for certain firefighters employed by the Fed-
eral Government; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California (for her-
self, Ms. LEE, Ms. WILSON of Florida,
Mr. VARGAS, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
NADLER, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. KUSTER of

New Hampshire, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. JUDY CHU of
California, Ms. DELAURO, Ms.
BonNaMICI, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. SHEA-

PORTER, and Ms. MOORE):

H.R. 3734. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to require institutions of
higher education to have an independent ad-
vocate for campus sexual assault prevention
and response; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself, Mr.
LIPINSKI, Mr. BoST, Ms. SPEIER, Ms.
GABBARD, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr.
DONOVAN):

H.R. 3735. A bill to prohibit the implemen-
tation of a policy change to permit small,
non-locking knives on aircraft, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity.

By Mr. POSEY (for himself and Mr.
HECK):

H.R. 3736. A bill to require the National
Credit Union Administration to conduct a
study of the appropriate capital require-
ments for credit unions, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

————————

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

113. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the Senate of the State of California, rel-
ative to Senate Resolution No. 51, urging the
President and Congress of the United States
to permanently safeguard and protect the
Pacific coast’s Outer Continental Self from
new o0il and gas leasing, and declares the
Senate’s unequivocal support for the current
federal prohibition on new oil or gas drilling
in federal waters offshore of the Pacific
coast; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. MARCHANT:

H.R. 3726.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution.

By Mrs. BLACK:

H.R. 3727.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the power of Congress to make
rules for the government and regulation of
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. BURGESS:

H.R. 3728.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress
shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes,
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defense
and general Welfare of the United States; but
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States

By Mr. NUNES:

H.R. 3729.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States.

By Mr. ZELDIN:

H.R. 3730.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. KATKO:

H.R. 3731.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers vested by this Constitution in the Gov-
ernment of the United States or in any De-
partment of Officer thereof.

By Mr. REICHERT:

H.R. 3732.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution, to ‘“‘provide for the com-
mon Defence and general Welfare of the
United States.”

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 3733.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3734.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio:

H.R. 3735.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

CORRECTION

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3
By Mr. POSEY:

H.R. 3736.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

H7223

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 104: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire.

H.R. 496: Mr. AMASH and Ms. KUSTER of
New Hampshire.

H.R. 539: Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia and Mr.
JOHNSON of Ohio.

H.R. 644: Mr. GALLAGHER.

H.R. 794: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 846: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. DUNN, Mr.
WESTERMAN, Ms. SINEMA, Ms. ESH0O, Mr.
HUDSON, and Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 849: Mr. GIANFORTE.

H.R. 980: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1014: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia.

H.R. 1022: Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 1078: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. VALADAO.

H.R. 1124: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida.

H.R. 1148: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. PANETTA, and
Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 1315: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 1606: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr.
YOUNG of Iowa.

. 1697: Mr. CRIST.

. 1796: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.
. 1810: Mr. SANFORD.

. 1825: Mr. JEFFRIES.

. 1828: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

. 1847: Mr. CHABOT, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, and Mr. RICHMOND.

. 1880: Mr. HASTINGS.

. 1899: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

. 2106: Mr. RASKIN.

. 2242: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

. 2245: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 2290: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 2315: Mr. ScoTT of Virginia and Mr.
ZELDIN.

H.R. 2390: Mr. POE of Texas.

H.R. 2435: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia.

H.R. 2445: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama.

H.R. 2460: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 2482: Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia, Mr. MESSER, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. BARRAGAN.

H.R. 2589: Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 2603: Mr. YOHO.

H.R. 2663: Mr. JEFFRIES and Ms. JUDY CHU
of California.

H.R. 2876: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. SARBANES,
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. MEEKS.

H.R. 2920: Mr. GARRETT, Mr. ROHRABACHER,
Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. AMASH,
Mr. SANFORD, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. POLIS,
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. CORREA, Mr. O’ROURKE, and Mr.
LOEBSACK.

H.R. 2976: Mrs. BUuSTOS and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 3117: Mr. BURGESS.

H.R. 3140: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3197: Ms. NORTON, Ms. LEE, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. TURNER, Mr.
ZELDIN, and Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 3223: Mr. BURGESS.

H.R. 3227: Mr. WELCH, Mr. EVANS, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
CROWLEY, and Mr. HASTINGS.
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H.R. 3251: Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 3282: Mr. GIANFORTE and Mr. HIGGINS
of Louisiana.

H.R. 3324: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 3350: Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 3394: Mr. MOOLENAAR and Mr.
GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 3440: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIs of Illinois
and Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 3446: Mr. WALBERG.

H.R. 3471: Mr. SHUSTER.

H.R. 3472: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 3473: Mr. WALZ.

STEFANIK, and Mr. VALADAO.
H.R. 3565: Mr. CRAMER and Ms. CHENEY.
H.R. 3592: Mr. ENGEL.
H.R. 3599: Mr. PETERSON.

MEADOWS, and Mr. SESSIONS.
H.R. 3660: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

QUIGLEY, and Ms. SLAUGHTER.
H.R. 3688: Mrs. RADEWAGEN.
H.R. 3697: Mr. SESSIONS.
H.R. 3716: Mr. LOWENTHAL.
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H.R. 3497: Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. ROUZER, Ms.

H.R. 3641: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.

H.R. 3684: Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr.
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H.R. 3718: Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. DELBENE, and
Mr. ISSA.

H.J. Res. 113: Mr. DESAULNIER.

H. Con. Res. 63: Mr. COURTNEY.

H. Con. Res. 77: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H. Res. 220: Mr. ToNKO, Miss RICE of New
York, and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H. Res. 274: Mr. HULTGREN.

H. Res. 466: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. WELCH.

H. Res. 510: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
GALLEGO, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. BACON, Mr.
CARBAJAL, and Mr. JONES.
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The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, our shelter and shield,
today we remember 9/11. As we recall
the tragedy, infamy, and heroism of
that day, we better understand that
freedom isn’t free. We remember how
the pain united us so that we knew we
were not hyphenated Americans but
one people. Infuse us in these conten-
tious times with a similar spirit of one-
ness, inspiring us to work for the well-
being of all people.

Lord, we are grateful for the protec-
tion You have provided us for the 16
years since that calamitous day. May
we continue to trust You to be our ref-
uge for the future of this land we love.
Continue to use our lawmakers as in-
struments of Your peace as they strive
to make justice roll down like waters
and righteousness 1like a mighty
stream.

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM-
BRANCE OF THE LIVES LOST IN
THE ATTACKS OF SEPTEMBER
11, 2001

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, the Senate will ob-
serve a moment of silence in remem-
brance of the lives lost in the attacks
of September 11, 2001.

(Moment of silence.)

Senate

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
YOoUNG). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11
AND HURRICANE IRMA  DIS-
ASTER RELIEF

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
today we opened the Senate with a mo-
ment of silence. We remember all those
lost 16 years ago on September 11, 2001,
the day that changed our Nation in
profound ways.

It wrenched our hearts with grief. It
opened our eyes to cruel threats from
afar. But it could neither extinguish
the basic decency that unites us as a
people nor the common humanity that
defines us as a nation.

It could not stop first responders
from rushing toward danger to save
others. It could not stop Americans
from donating to strangers in need or
volunteering their time to help. It
could not stop the people of our coun-
try from being who they are: kind, car-
ing, compassionate.

It is the same spirit we see again in
response to Hurricane Harvey. It is the
same spirit that is giving hope to those
in the path of Hurricane Irma. Al-
though the full extent of Irma’s impact
will not be known for some time, it is
clear that this intense storm is causing
widespread damage, and it is clear that
the recovery will require a massive un-
dertaking. Our thoughts are with those
in the areas affected by Irma.

We are again prepared to play our
role in the recovery. Congress passed a
critical downpayment on disaster relief
last week. If more assistance is re-
quired due to Irma, we are ready to do
what is needed.

What is most important, I think, is
the knowledge that the American peo-
ple and our first responders will again
be there to reach out to do whatever is
needed to help. That is especially true
on a day like today.

We will never forget the thousands of
innocent lives taken from us 16 years
ago. We will never forget the heroism
of our first responders and the compas-
sion of our neighbors, nor will we for-
get the thousands of men and women
who have stood guard to protect us
every day since.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION BILL

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, our
servicemembers voluntarily put their
lives on the line to protect us, and, in
return, we must keep our commit-
ments to them. Today we will begin de-
bate on the National Defense Author-
ization Act, the bill that allows Con-
gress to authorize resources, capabili-
ties, and the pay and benefits our men
and women need to perform their mis-
sions.

For more than five decades, Congress
has acted every year to fulfill this re-
sponsibility by passing the Defense au-
thorization bill. We will have our op-
portunity to do so again this week.
This legislation, which was reported
out of committee unanimously, will
signal support for our servicemembers
with more of the capabilities they need
to be successful against an array of
threats all across the globe.

After years of failed defense policy
under the previous administration, this
year’s NDAA will make significant and
necessary strides toward keeping
America safer. It will do so by author-
izing the beginning steps to rebuild our
military, to invest in modernization,
and to restore readiness; by reforming
the Pentagon and reducing waste; by
restoring missile defense and respond-
ing to cyber threats; and by reviving
troop morale with a pay increase they
deserve and continued reform of the
benefits that they and their families
rely on.

I think it is fair to say that no Sen-
ator understands the importance of
this legislation quite like Senator
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McCAIN, the chairman of the Armed
Services Committee. His commitment
to our Nation’s heroes is unfailing,
which is why, amidst his own battles,
Chairman MCCAIN has returned to the
Senate to manage this bill and see it
through passage. We are all proud to
have him with us now.

As we begin considering this bipar-
tisan defense authorization, Members
from both sides will have opportunities
to work with Senator MCCAIN and to
offer amendments. Ultimately, we will
keep working to find consensus so that
we can pass this critical defense legis-
lation without further delay.

————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

—————
REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, 16
years ago today, my city, our country,
changed forever. On September 11, 2001,
our country was attacked; the World
Trade Center towers fell; the Pentagon
was in flames; and the smoke rising
from an empty field in Pennsylvania
reminded us that as cataclysmic as the
attack was, the conspirators had
planned even greater destruction.

It was a day of fear and helplessness,
of phones ringing endlessly—when they
worked—husbands calling wives, wives
calling husbands, folks in search of
brothers, sisters, neighbors, and col-
leagues.

I will never forget the next day.
President Bush provided a plane so
that Senator Clinton and I could fly
back to New York. The smell of death
was in the air. Lined up outside before
you entered into the grounds where the
Twin Towers were, were hundreds of
people with little signs with pictures:
Have you seen my father Jim? Have
you seen my daughter Mary? That will
stay with me forever.

More than 3,000 souls were taken
from us—a guy I had played basketball
with in high school, a businessman who
had helped me on my way up, a fire-
fighter with whom I had done blood
drives. It was one of the bloodiest days
on American soil since the Civil War.

On September 12, 2001, I called on
Americans to wear the flag in a sign of
solidarity. Every day since, I have
worn this flag in remembrance of those
who were lost and those brave souls
who died rushing to the towers to find
those who still might be alive. God
willing, I will wear it every day of my
life for the rest of my life.

September 11 was one of those before-
and-after moments. Nothing has been
the same since. We awakened to a new
manner of evil that had previously
been beyond our imagination.

But on this day, as we solemnly re-
member those who were taken from us,
let us also remember what that day re-
vealed about us. ““On a normal day, we
value heroism because it is uncom-
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mon,”’” wrote Nancy Gibbs of Time Mag-
azine 3 days after the attack. “‘On Sept.
11, we valued heroism because it was
everywhere.”’

Firefighters and police and union
workers searched, undaunted, through
dust and smoke, through fire and ash,
for citizens who might still be alive,
trapped in the rubble. Average Ameri-
cans pulled the wounded to safety.
Folks from coast to coast lined up for
blood drives and pooled their money for
donations.

I will never forget the picture of a
man who owned a shoe store two
blocks north of the towers and was giv-
ing out shoes to everyone because they
didn’t have theirs on as they rushed to
get out of the towers—just a small act
of charity and selflessness. It was re-
peated over and over again because
those kinds of acts are deep in the
American soul.

This morning I came from the 9/11
Memorial in New York City. Where
once there were mighty towers, now
there are two deep scars in the Earth.
But all around the memorial, New
York City is alive and thriving.

In the days after, they wrote it off.
They said that no one would live south
of Canal or Chamber Street, companies
would flee, and New York’s greatest
days were over. But we New Yorkers
are a tough breed. We rebuilt. We came
back stronger.

On this day, we should always re-
member that beside our distinctive
spirit of independence, resilience, and
uncommon heroism are essential parts
of the American character.

I do have to say how proud I am of
my city. Downtown is bustling, and
50,000 people live there who didn’t live
there before. Businesses have relo-
cated. It is a new ‘‘in’’ area. Bin laden
is gone. The evil men with him are
gone. We thrive.

God bless America.

————

HURRICANE IRMA DISASTER
RELIEF

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, as
Hurricane Irma continues to buffet
Florida, our thoughts and prayers are
with the people of Florida and the rest
of the Southeast that is in the storm’s
path. The Democratic caucus and I
stand ready to work with the majority
leader and his caucus, members of the
administration, and officials in Florida
to provide them with the resources and
aid they need.

Just as we were able to speedily pass
an aid package after Harvey, I expect
we will come together to support res-
cue and recovery efforts in the wake of
Hurricane Irma and in some of the
other disasters, particularly the fires
out west.

——
NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION BILL
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this

week we will begin consideration of the
National Defense Authorization Act, as
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we do each year. As usual, there are
hundreds of amendments that have al-
ready been filed and a whole lot of
tough issues to consider. We Democrats
want to work in a constructive and
productive manner to process as many
of these amendments as possible and
work through even the most difficult of
issues.

I know that Chairman MCCAIN and
Ranking Member REED have an excel-
lent working relationship, as well as a
great deal of respect for one another. I
hope they can build a strong managers’
package that will be acceptable to both
sides.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

————
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.
—————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2018—MOTION TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to
proceed to H.R. 2810, which the clerk
will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 175,
H.R. 2810, a bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2018 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The as-
sistant Democratic leader.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, when we
finish this period of morning business,
which is open to speeches and state-
ments on many different topics, we will
then go to the Defense authorization
bill. Our process in the Senate is to au-
thorize spending and then to appro-
priate the money for the actual spend-
ing. Occasionally, those two things are
in sync, but many times they are not.
I am afraid that what we face today is
uncertainty.

Senator MCCAIN, who is the chairman
of the defense authorization com-
mittee, will bring his proposal to the
floor, but it is at a spending level that
is not allowed by current law. The
Budget Control Act will not allow Sen-
ator MCCAIN or the Senate to spend at
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the level at which he wants to spend. I
can make a good argument that the
statutory level we are required to hold
to is inadequate to our national de-
fense. If we are honest about taking
care of the problem, we not only have
to pass this authorization bill, but we
have to change the Budget Control Act
so that we can put more money into
our national defense. That debate will
get started this week. It is near and
dear to Senator MCCAIN’s heart. He
works hard on it each year with Sen-
ator JACK REED, a Democrat from
Rhode Island.

There will be many amendments con-
sidered, I am sure, during the course of
this week on Defense authorization.

DACA

Mr. President, what I come to the
floor to speak to as in morning busi-
ness is not that issue; it is the issue of
DACA and the Dreamers. It was just 6
days ago that the announcement was
made by Attorney General Jeff Ses-
sions that he was going to rescind the
DACA Program.

A quick history. Sixteen years ago, I
introduced a bill called the DREAM
Act. The DREAM Act was written to
take care of young people who, by their
parents, were brought to the United
States as infants and toddlers and
young boys and girls and who grew up
in this country. They did not get into
trouble with the law. They finished
school and always thought that they
were going to be Americans and that
they would use their education and
their skills to build lives in this coun-
try. However, because their parents ei-
ther came here undocumented or did
not file the appropriate papers, these
young people are literally without a
country. The country they grew up in
does not accept them under the law. So
16 years ago I introduced the DREAM
Act and said: Let’s take care of this
problem. These young people, as it was
through no fault of their own, should
be given a chance to stay in this coun-
try and be part of its future.

I passed it in the Senate, and I have
seen it passed in the House. We have
never quite been able to bring it to-
gether in any one year and have it pass
both Chambers, so it is not the law of
the land. Sixteen years ago, I intro-
duced it, and it is still not the law of
the land.

In the meantime, Senator Obama, my
colleague in the Senate, cosponsored
the DREAM Act and then got a pro-
motion. As President of the United
States, I asked him: Can you do some-
thing to protect these young people
from being deported?

He said that he would, so by Execu-
tive order, he created something
known as DACA, the DACA Program,
by which young people come forward,
turn themselves in, register with the
United States, pay a filing fee to cover
all of the costs of the process, and go
through a criminal background check.
If they are approved and cleared, for 2
years, they can stay in the United
States without having the fear of being
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deported, and they are allowed to
work. Then, 2 years later, it is renew-
able. Over the years President Obama
had done that, 780,000 young people
signed up, went through the back-
ground check, and were approved under
DACA.

Last week, President Trump, through
his Attorney General, announced that
he was going to rescind the DACA Pro-
gram. So the 780,000 young people have
their futures in doubt. They do not
know which way they are going to
turn. This creates serious problems, as
you might imagine. The young people
who are affected by it are affected emo-
tionally—I would be, too—because they
do not know what is going to happen
next. They do not know whether they
are going to be allowed to stay in this
country, whether they will be deported
from this country, or whether they will
be able to work legally. They are wait-
ing for Congress to give the answer,
and the President says he is waiting for
Congress to give the answer.

Last Friday, I went back to Chicago,
which I am honored to represent in the
Senate, and I visited Loyola Univer-
sity’s School of Medicine. It is known
as the Stritch School of Medicine.

At the outset, let me say how proud
I am to represent the city and espe-
cially to represent Loyola University.

Here is what they did in their med-
ical school when President Obama cre-
ated DACA. They said: We will open up
competition for our medical school to
include those who are protected by
DACA. We will not give them special
slots, and we will not give them a
quota. They can compete with every-
body else who wants to go to our med-
ical school.

Do you know what happened? At the
end of the day, 32 of those DACA appli-
cants scored so high that they were ac-
cepted at Loyola’s Stritch School of
Medicine. They are now in 2 or 3 dif-
ferent years of classes. It is amazing.
Many of them, from all over the United
States, grew up without having legal
citizenship status and always dreamed
of being doctors, but it was impossible.
They knew that no medical school
would accept them. And Loyola said:
We will accept you, and they got their
chance—32 of them.

There is more to the story, as these
young people do not qualify for any
government assistance from the Fed-
eral Government. Because they are un-
documented, they do not qualify for
Pell grants, and they do not qualify for
Federal Government loans. Medical
school is expensive. How are they going
to do it? They worked their way
through college, paying out of their
own pockets. How are they going to
pay for medical school? Our State, the
State of Illinois, under Governor Pat
Quinn and renewed under Governor
Rauner, created a loan program for
them from which they could borrow
money from the State. But there was a
catch: For every year they borrowed
money to go to medical school at Loy-
ola, they had to pledge that they would
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give 1 year of service, of their lives, as
doctors in underserved communities in
our State. They did it. Thirty-two of
them signed up for it. I am very proud
to say that the program has been a ter-
rific success in our State. They are just
extraordinary, along with the other
students at the medical school.

They are special people. They come
from all over the world, and they are
all in this similar predicament, but
until last week, they were protected by
DACA. What happens when you take
away the DACA Executive order, which
President Trump said he will do over
the next 6 months? There is a special
challenge here. After they finish 4
years of medical school, these students
apply for residencies, whereby they
pursue their specialties, whatever they
might be. A residency is work experi-
ence for all of these medical students.
Through some university, they will be
working as residents at hospitals,
working long hours while pursuing
their dreams of being doctors and spe-
cialists.

Here is the problem: With DACA’s
being gone, they no longer have the
legal right to work in the TUnited
States. What does that mean? They
cannot apply for residencies. This is
the end of it, the end of their medical
education. It stops right there. What-
ever their ambitions might be, whether
it is surgery or psychiatry, they cannot
go forward without DACA.

It really puts a burden on us in Con-
gress to decide what we are going to
do, doesn’t it? Are we going to pass a
law that finally, once and for all, de-
fines the legal status of these young
people—not just for these medical stu-
dents but for hundreds of thousands of
others who are working? They are engi-
neers. They are teachers. They are
working in so many different areas,
and they want to continue being part
of this country.

I am encouraged that we have a bi-
partisan response. My colleague Sen-
ator LINDSEY GRAHAM, a Republican
from South Carolina, is my lead co-
sponsor on this year’s version of the
Dream Act. We currently have three
other Republican Senators who have
joined as cosponsors from across the
United States—Senator MURKOWSKI
from Alaska, Senator FLAKE from Ari-
zona, and Senator GARDNER from Colo-
rado. We hope others will join them. If
we get the critical 60 votes in the Sen-
ate—60 sponsors or 60 who will pledge
to vote for it—we can pass the Dream
Act once and for all and take care of
the concerns of the medical students I
mentioned and so many others across
this country.

I have come to the floor over the last
few years and told the stories of the
Dreamers. I think these stories have
created good impressions in people’s
minds about who these young people
are and what they can do for the future
of the United States. I would like to do
that again today.

This is Harminder Saini. Harminder
was 6 years old when his family moved
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to the United States from India. He
grew up in Queens in New York City.
He was a typical American kid—played
sports and went to the park every day.
Harminder’s dream was to serve his
country as a soldier in the U.S. Army.
In his words, he simply wanted to give
back.

Harminder was a born leader, and in
high school, he was active in student
government and was ultimately elected
class president. He first learned that he
did not have legal immigration status
when he was in high school and he
could not get a driver’s license. They
explained to him that he did not have
the necessary legal documentation to
be in this country. He was brought here
as a kid and is growing up. He is now a
student at Hunter College at the City
University of New York and is working
toward his bachelor’s degree in history.

Thanks to DACA, he is fulfilling his
dream. Last year, he was able to enlist
in the Army through the Military Ac-
cessions Vital to National Interest Pro-
gram, known as MAVNI. This photo is
from his enlistment ceremony.

The MAVNI Program allows immi-
grants with skills that are vital to our
national interests to enlist in the
Armed Forces. More than 800 DACA re-
cipients with these skills—the people
whom I described earlier—have joined
America’s military. They really want
to be part of our country.

Now, some Trump administration of-
ficials claim that DACA recipients are
taking away jobs from Americans. But
Harminder and hundreds just like him
have skills that our military couldn’t
find in the general population they
were recruiting from. Harminder, along
with many other Dreamers, is now
waiting to ship out for basic training.
He continues his undergraduate studies
and is working full time while waiting
for a chance to volunteer to serve
America in the military.

Harminder said:

All T want to do is serve. I want to do my
part to give back to this country because it
allowed me to serve.

Harminder and other Dreamers have
so much to give to America, but with-
out DACA—without the Dream Act—
Harminder and hundreds of other im-
migrants with skills that are really im-
portant to our national interests will
have to leave the Army. They want
nothing more than to serve our coun-
try. They are prepared to die for our
country. What more can we ask?

But, instead, there are those who
would say that they should leave, that
they should be deported. One of the
President’s former staff advisers, in a
“60 Minutes” show last night, said
those exact words: They should just
leave.

I don’t think America would be a
stronger country if Harminder left. I
don’t think our military would be
stronger without his contribution and
service to our country. He should be
part of America, and we can do some-
thing about it.

A friend of mine recently went to the
University of Notre Dame to visit with
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the administration there—represented
by the Presiding Officer—in the State
of Indiana. It is my understanding that
they have some 68 DACA recipients at
Notre Dame University. There is hard-
ly a university in this country that
doesn’t have DACA-eligible young peo-
ple who are going to school there. Re-
member, they don’t qualify for any
Federal assistance for education, at all,
because they are in an undocumented
status, but they are working their way
through. They are borrowing the
money. They are working jobs to make
sure that they reach a point where
they have a future.

Now it is up to us. We have to decide
what we are going to do. Senator GRA-
HAM, my cosponsor of the Dream Act,
said a week or so ago, when we intro-
duced the bill, that the moment of
reckoning is coming. That moment is
not only coming. It arrived last Tues-
day.

We need Republican leaders to join us
to help make the Dream Act the law of
the land. Otherwise, what will happen
to these young people?

As for this Senator, I have made this
a major part of my public career. I feel
a special kinship with these young peo-
ple. Yesterday was Mexican Independ-
ence Day in Chicago. What a parade
there was. It must have gone on for 2
miles. It felt like it. There were more
people than you could imagine coming
out with their families—people of
Mexican heritage who are now part of
Chicago, part of Illinois, and part of
the United States. As I was marching
down the street, there was a young
lady and a couple of her friends walk-
ing next to me wearing princess
crowns, and I started talking to them.
It turned out that two of the young
girls were born in the United States.
The third was born in Mexico, and she
is a DACA recipient. She is going to
school. She thanked me for the DACA
Program and said: I hope you can make
it a reality again.

We have that obligation. We have
that responsibility. We need to step up
with this broken immigration system
and make certain that, at the end of
the day, we have done everything in
our power to give these young people
like Harminder and hundreds of thou-
sands just like him a chance to be part
of America’s future.

REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11

Mr. President, let me just close with
a brief statement. I listened to my col-
league and friend Senator SCHUMER
speak in very touching terms about
this anniversary which we observe
today—the 16th anniversary of 9/11. I
can recount where I was and what I re-
member, as I have before on the floor,
but I will not. I will just say that it
changed America in so many different
ways.

As I went through airport security
this morning at O’Hare, which I do
every single week. I thought to myself
that 16 years ago it would have been
unthinkable that we would put pas-
sengers—every single one of them—
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through this kind of security process.
But that is the reality of life in a world
that is dangerous, life in a world where
we want to protect innocent people
from the 9/11s of the future that are
being plotted and planned by our en-
emies around the world.

I think of those whose lives were lost
on 9/11. I think of those who risked
their lives. I think of those whose lives
will never be the same because of that
day.

It is a reminder to all of us to thank
God that we live in this great country,
to remember our history well, to honor
the men and women in the military,
and the men and women in law enforce-
ment and in medicine, who stepped up
that day in a heroic way, and to make
sure that we do everything in our gen-
eration so that no future generation
has a similar experience.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

HURRICANE IRMA

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as we
saw yesterday, Mother Nature once
again has crippled part of our Nation.
Hurricane Irma made landfall on Sun-
day, hitting the Lower Keys of Florida
and then moving up the State’s west-
ern coastline. Like Hurricane Harvey
in my home State of Texas, the devas-
tation in places like Marco Island and
Orange County means tough days and
long nights ahead for the residents
there.

My prayers, like those of so many
others, go out to those who have been
impacted by this devastating storm, in-
cluding those who evacuated safely but
will soon travel back to Florida, find-
ing that everything they had is gone as
a result of the storm.

As Irma continues to affect Florida
and the southeastern United States, we
stand ready to support the people in
those States just like so many did for
us in Texas with Hurricane Harvey.

REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11

Mr. President, on another separate
note, as we all have seen and recall,
today is the solemn anniversary of a
day that has had an even more pro-
found impact on our country than the
recent storms. September 11 will al-
ways be remembered as the day that
never quite goes away, the day that re-
mains a reminder of what can be taken
from us in the blink of an eye.

I have always said that it is etched in
my memory like only one other event
in my lifetime, and that was in 1963
with the assassination of President
John F. Kennedy. I remember where 1
was and what I was doing at that time
when I first heard about it. Of course,
I remember exactly where I was and
what I was doing when I learned of the
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terrible events of 9/11. I was on the
telephone talking to a colleague of
mine when my wife said: You need to
see what is happening on the tele-
vision. I turned on the TV just in time
to see the second plane hit the towers
in Manhattan.

Yes, it was 16 years ago that 19 Is-
lamic terrorists snuck into our country
in defiance of our laws and attended
flight schools in defiance of all pro-
priety. Sixteen years ago today, they
hijacked four commercial planes full of
innocent passengers and, at 8:46 a.m. on
Tuesday morning, flew the first one di-
rectly into one of the tallest buildings
in our largest city in the United
States.

Seventeen minutes later—the event,
which my wife directed my attention
to on the TV set—the second plane hit,
and shortly thereafter, flight 77
slammed into the western wall of the
Pentagon, and Flight 93 crashed in
Pennsylvania. Thanks to the heroic ac-
tions of passengers on Flight 93, that
plane could have very well headed here
to Washington and crashed into the
Capitol, taking who knows how many
lives along with it.

As it was, 3,000 people were Kkilled
that day, and afterward almost 300 mil-
lion U.S. citizens saw the world anew
through fresh eyes. The terrorists must
have thought they could bring our Na-
tion down, topple it as they did the
twin towers, but they badly miscalcu-
lated. They were wrong. An America
shocked was an America strengthened.
America is sometimes called the slum-
bering giant which, once awakened, is
a fearsome thing to behold, and that is
exactly what happened after 9/11. After
we all took many deep breaths and
thanked God for what was left, we
stood up and we fought back, united.

We primarily did that through our
military—the core of our national de-
fense—those who took the fight to al-
Qaida in places like Afghanistan but
also all the rest who surrounded and
supported our Armed Forces and intel-
ligence personnel every step of the
way.

Sixteen years later, we continue to
confront new terrorist threats and ad-
just to new geopolitical realities. I re-
call the statement of the former Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, who said,
after 50 years in the intelligence com-
munity, he had never seen a more di-
verse array of threats confronting
America than he did at that time, and
nothing has changed in that respect,
which is why today America must
maintain a sense of vigilance, a sense
of purpose, and a sense of moral clarity
regarding evil in all of its novel forms.

We must also ask if we are still
standing behind our Armed Forces the
way we committed to do following the
terrible events of 9/11. We must make
sure our military servicemembers have
everything they need because to do
otherwise is to shirk our duty and to
forget how our national security is ul-
timately achieved.

One way we uphold that responsi-
bility is through the National Defense
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Authorization Act. If passed, this
would mark the 55th year it is signed
into law. Later today, we will vote to
take up this legislation, and I hope my
colleagues will join me in supporting
that vote.

The Defense authorization bill en-
sures that crucial Department of De-
fense programs are continued and es-
tablishes how our military funds will
be spent. The version of the bill which
has been reported out of committee
helps reverse the readiness crisis cre-
ated by the previous administration. In
the words of my friend, our colleague
from Texas, MAC THORNBERRY, chair-
man of the House Armed Services Com-
mittee, “We have too few planes that
can fly, too few ships that can sail and
too few soldiers who can deploy.’”” That
sums up the situation exactly.

The Defense authorization bill exem-
plifies our commitment to reverse this
downward trend. I don’t know why it is
that America tries to cash the peace
dividend at every turn when we have
no peace, but that is what has hap-
pened. Although the hole the previous
administration placed us in is deep,
this bill authorizes the funds necessary
to begin restoring readiness, rebuilding
capacity, and modernizing military in-
frastructure.

I was recently at Sheppard Air Force
Base in Wichita Falls, TX, the base
which trains half of all Air Force pilots
in the country. They told me one of the
biggest problems they have is recruit-
ing and retaining pilots for the U.S.
Air Force. While people will accept
lower wages for military service be-
cause they believe in serving the coun-
try, if, because of cuts in funding for
the Air Force and for the military,
they simply can’t fly like they need to
in order to be ready for the next fight,
many of them get discouraged and are
tempted to go to work in the private
sector where they can earn more
money. So we need to make sure our
troops—all of our Armed Forces—have
the readiness capability, and we need
to fund that appropriately.

This bill will authorize appropria-
tions for personnel and equipment, in-
cluding aircraft made in my home
State—the Osprey, made in Amarillo,
TX, and the F-35 made in Fort Worth.

Finally, the Senate version will also
authorize critical funding to increase
maritime capacity as well. Back in the
1980s, the Navy had about 600 ships;
today, we have 277, less than half. It is
crucial that we procure ships, aircraft,
and munitions, continue to develop our
new military technology on our exist-
ing platforms and in the evolving cyber
domain, and reduce our shortfall in end
strength—that we do all of those
things. These steps will provide our
servicemembers with the training and
equipment necessary to defeat ISIS, al-
Qaida, and terrorist and state actors
that threaten the United States and
our way of life.

Perhaps even more significant, in
terms of the threat to the United
States and world peace, sending a mes-
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sage to Vladimir Putin and the Russian
Federation that America is no longer
in retreat, but America can be relied
upon as a strong partner, and Amer-
ica’s leadership role in world affairs
will be reestablished, will send a very
important message of deterrence to the
bullies, the tyrants, and the authori-
tarians around the world; to China, an-
other major threat to international se-
curity and peace that is being so ag-
gressive in not only developing arms
that allow it to project power to dif-
ferent parts of the Pacific and beyond
but threatens maritime transit and
safe travel through places like the
Strait of Malacca, where so much
international trade and national secu-
rity travel occur.

Our colleagues in the House have
passed their version of the Defense au-
thorization, and now it is our job to get
it done. By passing a strong defense
bill and authorizing the sort of re-
sources our military needs in order for
America to maintain its leadership
role in the world and provide a credible
threat to deter aggression on the part
of our adversaries, we will leave our
Nation and the world a safer place and
better off. It is one small way today
that we can honor the memory of those
we lost 16 years ago.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mrs. FISCHER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11 AND RECOGNIZING
STRATCOM

Mrs. FISCHER. Madam President, 16
years after the terrorist attacks of
September 11, 2001, our Nation unites
once again to honor the Americans
killed on that horrific day. Our minds
are filled with the haunting images of
the burning towers, the crumbling
structure of the Pentagon, and the
smoking field in Pennsylvania. That
dark day drastically changed the
course of our Nation, and we will al-
ways remember where we were when
we first heard the news that our coun-
try was under attack.

But 9/11 did not change who we are or
the values we hold so dear. Amid the
heartbreak and devastation, our citi-
zens showed abounding courage, kind-
ness, and love of country. In New York
City, Arlington, and the scarred field
in Shanksville, American flags were
placed atop the rubble as symbols of
determination in the face of evil. We
will always remember the innocent
lives lost in the attacks, and we will
forever be grateful for the brave first
responders who ran toward danger to
help those in need.

We should also remember the signifi-
cant work of the men and women of the
U.S. Strategic Command in Nebraska
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during this national emergency. Today,
I want to recognize and honor what
happened at STRATCOM on 9/11.

On that fateful day, STRATCOM’s
staff at Offutt Air Force Base, along
with military personnel at several
other U.S. bases, woke up expecting to
strategize a response to a major attack
against the United States. Days ear-
lier, they had begun Global Guardian,
an annual training exercise performed
by the U.S. Strategic Command, the
Air Force Space Command, and
NORAD. The main purpose of the exer-
cise was to test the military’s com-
mand and control procedures in the
event of nuclear warfare.

Leaders at STRATCOM learned dur-
ing breakfast that a plane had struck
the World Trade Center. When the sec-
ond plane hit shortly thereafter, they
understood that this had not been an
accident. America was under attack.

The Global Guardian’s fictional exer-
cise was quickly canceled, and the men
and women of STRATCOM responded
to the day’s events happening in the
real world. After the FAA ordered
every plane in the United States to be
grounded, STRATCOM monitored the
landings of thousands of civilian air-
craft. Using a screen on the wall of the
command post, they worked to identify
which planes had been hijacked, know-
ing that finding these dangerous nee-
dles in the haystack of America’s com-
mercial airline industry could be the
difference between safety and catas-
trophe.

As the day unfolded, STRATCOM
leadership received a 30-minute notice
that the secure location the President
would be using was going to be Offutt
Air Force Base. Nebraska was ready to
protect the President.

Escorted by two F-15 fighters, Air
Force One landed around 1:50 p.m. ADM
Richard Mies, in charge of the Stra-
tegic Command at the time, picked up
President Bush in his car and drove to
STRATCOM’s underground command
post. STRATCOM staff quickly briefed
the President and established a secure
video link that allowed him to speak
with the National Security Council and
other senior officials. For 2 hours Ne-
braska served as the center of Amer-
ica’s national defense before President
Bush returned to Washington, and we
did it well.

Nebraska is honored to host the U.S.
Strategic Command Global Operations
Center, and we are proud of the excel-
lent work they did during the attacks
of 9/11 to protect our country.

Year after year, this day is a re-
minder of tragedy and tears, but we
should also recall the strength and re-
solve of the citizens of the greatest
country on Earth. Though the threats
to our way of life have and will con-
tinue to evolve, our enduring commit-
ment to defending freedom will never
waver.

Thank you, Madam President.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I will ad-
dress the Senate on the issue of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2018.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

Mr. McCCAIN. Mr. President, today,
our Nation commemorates the 16th an-
niversary of the terrorist attacks that
took the lives of thousands of innocent
Americans. We all join in solemn re-
membrance of the victims, and our
hearts go out to their families.

September 11 is a fitting day for the
Senate to begin the consideration of
the Defense authorization bill. The an-
niversary of those horrific terrorist at-
tacks should serve as a reminder of the
reason brave, young Americans are
currently deployed around the world,
fighting on behalf of freedom. I urge
my colleagues to keep in mind the
meaning of this day throughout the
consideration of this important legisla-
tion, which will provide our men and
women in uniform the resources, equip-
ment, and support they need to keep
our Nation safe.

I would like to extend my apprecia-
tion to the majority leader for his will-
ingness to move expeditiously to the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2018 and for his leadership.

I would also like to thank the Armed
Services Committee ranking member,
the Senator from Rhode Island, for his
hard work on the NDAA. I remain ap-
preciative of the thoughtfulness and bi-
partisan spirit with which he ap-
proaches national security issues.

The fact is, the NDAA is a piece of
legislation in which this body—Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle—can and
should take enormous pride. Not only
does this legislation provide our men
and women in uniform with the re-
sources they need and deserve, but it is
a product of an open and bipartisan
process that represents the best of the
U.S. Senate.

The Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee passed the fiscal year 2018
NDAA unanimously by a vote of 27 to 0.
I repeat. The Defense authorization bill
was passed by a unanimous vote of 27
to 0. That means all 14 Republican
members and the 13 Democratic mem-
bers of the committee voted in favor of
this legislation. During the markup,
the committee considered and adopted
277 amendments that were offered by
both Republicans and Democrats.

Now we hope to consider the legisla-
tion under an open amendment process
on the floor, which will allow all Sen-
ators to have their voices heard. This
process, which is exactly how legisla-
tion is supposed to make its way
through the Senate, has become dis-
appointingly rare. For too long, par-
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tisanship and politics have triumphed
over principle and policy. This legisla-
tion is an opportunity for us to reverse
that trend and restore regular order in
the U.S. Senate.

The need for this legislation is self-
apparent to anyone who is paying at-
tention to today’s world. With global
terrorist networks, increasing great
power competition with Russia and
China, malign Iranian influence that is
spreading across the Middle East, a
North Korean dictator who is racing to
acquire missiles that can hit the
United States with nuclear weapons,
the threats to our national security
have not been more complex or
daunting than at any time in the past
seven decades.

We must also remember that we are
a nation at war, with brave young men
and women who are deployed in Af-
ghanistan, Iraq, and around the world.
The NDAA is legislation that will de-
liver to our Armed Forces the re-
sources, equipment, and training they
need to meet the increasingly complex
challenges of today’s world, and it will
begin the process of rebuilding our
military after years of devastating de-
fense cuts.

Let me point out what happens as a
result of these mindless defense cuts,
which every military leader has de-
scribed as devastating to our ability to
defend this Nation. Let me just remind
you of the hard truth. The state of our
military is eroding. We saw disturbing
evidence of this reality over the sum-
mer as 42 servicemembers tragically
perished in accidents during routine—I
emphasize routine—training oper-
ations.

On June 17, seven sailors were killed
when the USS Fitzgerald collided with a
containership off the coast of Japan.
On July 10, a Marine KC-130 crashed in
Mississippi and killed all 16 troops on
board. On August 21, 10 sailors perished
when the USS McCain collided with a
tanker near Singapore. On August 25,
an Army Black Hawk helicopter went
missing during a training mission off
the coast of Yemen, and one soldier
died. Just last week in Nevada, two Air
Force A-10 aircraft crashed into each
other. Thank God the pilots were safe-
ly ejected, but the planes were lost—at
a cost of over $100 million. For the two
Pacific Fleet naval collisions, ship re-
pairs are estimated to cost more than a
half a billion dollars. The lives lost in
each of these incidents were priceless.

Over the past 3 years, a total of 185
men and women in uniform have been
killed in noncombat accidents. During
the same time, 44 servicemembers were
killed in combat. The bottom line is,
we are killing more of our own people
in training than our enemies are in
combat, and that did not happen by ac-
cident. It is a problem that is caused
by this mindless sequestration and a
lack, frankly, of appreciation by Mem-
bers of this body and the other one of
what the needs are of the men and
women who are serving. It is about
time that we started listening to our



September 11, 2017

military leadership who are saying
that if we do not change what we are
doing in the next 5 years, our en-
emies—our adversaries—will catch up
with us.

This legislation authorizes a base de-
fense budget that, together with the
administration’s request of $8 billion
for other defense activities, supports a
total defense budget of $640 billion in
funding for the Department of Defense
and the national security programs of
the Department of Energy. The legisla-
tion also authorizes $60 billion for over-
seas contingency operations. In total,
the NDAA supports a national defense
topline of $700 billion.

This funding is critical to begin ad-
dressing the readiness shortfall and
modernization crisis caused by the self-
inflicted wounds of the Budget Control
Act, sequestration, and repeated con-
tinuing resolutions. We need look no
further than recent headlines, as I
mentioned, of fatal incidents during
routine training operations for evi-
dence of the deteriorated state of our
military.

These ship collisions and aviation ac-
cidents are taking the lives of our serv-
icemembers at an alarming rate. In
fact, in the last 3 years, we have killed
four times as many of our own soldiers
in peacetime training operations than
our enemies have in combat. While
there is plenty of responsibility to go
around, we cannot ignore Congress’s
role. Years of budget cuts have forced
our military to try to do too much
with too little.

Meanwhile, our adversaries are in-
vesting heavily in their own militaries,
developing future warfare capabilities
intended to erode our military advan-
tage. Simply put, we cannot wait any
longer to recapitalize our forces and re-
store our capabilities.

Another important aspect of the
NDAA is that it builds on the reforms
this Congress has passed in recent
years. By continuing important efforts
to reorganize the Department of De-
fense, spur innovation and defense
technology, and improve defense acqui-
sition and business operations, the
NDAA seeks to strengthen account-
ability and streamline the process of
getting our warfighters what they need
to succeed. At the same time, it
prioritizes accountability from the De-
partment and demands the best use of
every taxpayer dollar.

The NDAA will also improve the
quality of life for our men and women
in uniform and those who support
them. The legislation authorizes a 2.1-
percent pay raise for our troops. It im-
proves military family readiness and
supports the civilians and contractors
who work together with our Armed
Forces to achieve the mission.

Finally, the NDAA provides nec-
essary assistance for our allies and
partners around the world who are
dedicated to advancing the cause of
freedom, deterring the aggression of
our adversaries, and defeating the
scourge of terrorism.
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These are the reasons why this legis-
lation 1is more vital than ever.
Congress’s most important constitu-
tional responsibility is providing for
the common defense. Consideration of
the National Defense Authorization
Act each year is one of the ways that
we live up to that duty.

I guess we are going to have cloture
on this bill. We don’t need it. We
shouldn’t have to have it. We should
move immediately to this legislation.
Those who want to impose blockades to
moving forward, to allowing other
Members to have their amendments
proposed and voted on, are doing the
men and women who are serving our
Nation a great disservice. The world is
in more turmoil than it has been in 70
yvears. We cannot waste precious time
and effort because one Senator has one
amendment and he or she is then will-
ing to block the whole process. Let’s
not do that this year. We can get
around it. But what it does is deprive
other Members of their ability to de-
bate and have votes on their issues.

So I hope my colleagues, once we
vote for cloture, will agree to move for-
ward with the bill. We can finish in the
next couple of days, and we can give
the American people and the men and
women who defend this Nation a prod-
uct we can be proud of.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CLOTURE MOTION

Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays
before the Senate the pending cloture
motion, which the clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 175, H.R.
2810, an act to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

John McCain, David Perdue, Thom Tillis,
Deb Fischer, Roy Blunt, Mike Rounds,
Pat Roberts, John Boozman, Tom Cot-
ton, Ben Sasse, Mike Crapo, Lindsey
Graham, John Thune, John Cornyn,
Roger F. Wicker, Richard Burr, Mitch
McConnell.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
proceed to H.R. 2810, an act to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
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Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes,
shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), the Senator
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON),
the Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO),
the Senator from South Carolina (Mr.
ScoTT), and the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. STRANGE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO)
would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) and the Senator from Florida (Mr.
NELSON) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 89,
nays 3, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 193 Leg.]

YEAS—89
Alexander Ernst Moran
Baldwin Feinstein Murkowski
Barrasso Fischer Murphy
Bennet Franken Murray
Blumenthal Gardner Perdue
Blunt Gillibrand Peters
Booker Grasgley Portman
Boozman Harris Reed
B Hotoh Risch
0 a

Cantwell Heinrich goberts

. X ounds
Capito Heitkamp S
Cardin Heller asse

N Schatz
Carper Hirono
Casey Hoeven Schumer
Cassidy Inhofe Shaheen
Cochran Johnson Shelby
Collins Kaine Stabenow
Coons Kennedy Sullivan
Corker King Tester
Cornyn Klobuchar Thune
Cortez Masto Lankford Tillis
Cotton Leahy Toomey
Crapo Lee Udall
Cruz Manchin Van Hollen
Daines Markey Warner
Donnelly McCain Warren
Duckworth McCaskill Whitehouse
Durbin McConnell Wicker
Enzi Merkley Young
NAYS—3
Paul Sanders Wyden
NOT VOTING—38

Flake Menendez Scott
Graham Nelson Strange
Isakson Rubio

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 89, the nays are 3.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

CONGRATULATING MISS AMERICA 2018, CARA

MUND

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the new Miss America.
That is Cara Mund, a former intern in
my office up until the end of last year.
Last night she made history and be-
came the first Miss North Dakota to
win the title of Miss America.
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My wife Mikey and I were watching
the pageant on TV and cheering for
Cara throughout the competition. We,
like North Dakotans across our State,
were very excited when she was
crowned Miss America. The amazing
thing is that she had actually tried
four times to win the Miss North Da-
kota pageant. She won the Miss North
Dakota pageant on her fourth try, and
then she went on to win the Miss
America pageant. It is just an amazing
story of somebody who decided she
were going to accomplish a goal and
did so. It is truly amazing and inspira-
tional to anyone who sets out to
achieve something really worthwhile,
and it shows what determination can
do.

Cara is truly impressive, and we are
so proud to have her representing
North Dakota and, of course, now the
entire Nation as Miss America. Fol-
lowing graduation from Brown Univer-
sity with a degree in business, entre-
preneurship, and organizations, Cara
served as an intern here in my Wash-
ington, DC, office. She did a tremen-
dous job. As I say, she was with us for
half of last year. So she started about
midyear and finished up at the end of
the year. Again, she did tremendous
work for us, and we are so appreciative
of having her with us.

While only 23, she has a long history
of public and community service. For
the past 10 years, she has organized the
annual Make-a-Wish fashion show,
which has raised more than $78,500 to
make dreams come true for more than
20 kids who have faced life-altering
conditions. It is only fitting that after
spending so much of her life making
others’ dreams come true, Cara’s own
dreams were made a reality last night.
She is so well-deserving of the title,
and I know that continued service to
others and public service will be part of
her life’s work.

She is going on to law school at
Notre Dame after, of course, taking a
year as Miss America and touring
around the country and doing what I
know will be a fabulous job as Miss
America. Then she wants to go on to
law school at Notre Dame, where she
has already been accepted.

I know she has a real interest in pub-
lic service and maybe even some day
running for Governor or another elec-
tive office. I have no doubt that what-
ever she decides to do, she will be suc-
cessful, and, more importantly, she
will do a great job for others. She will
do a great job for many other people.
She has such a good heart, and she is
such a great young person—exactly the
kind of person that we need out there
helping face the challenges we face as a
nation, setting a great example, and
doing things for so many others that
makes such a difference in their lives.

She is well-deserving of the title. She
represents our State so well, and we
have no doubt that she will continue to
make us proud as Miss America.

Congratulations, again, to Miss
America 2018, Cara Mund. She is fan-
tastic.

I yield the floor.
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I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that, notwith-
standing rule XXII, Senator PAUL be
given up to 4 hours of postcloture de-
bate on the pending motion to proceed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE
CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
notwithstanding the provisions of rule
XXII, I ask unanimous consent that at
2:15 p.m. on Tuesday, September 12, the
Senate proceed to executive session for
consideration of Calendar No. 110, the
nomination of Kevin Hassett to be
Chairman of the Council of Economic
Advisers. I further ask that there be 20
minutes of debate on the nomination
equally divided in the usual form; that
following the use or yielding back of
time, the Senate vote on confirmation
with no intervening action or debate;
that if confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action
and the Senate resume legislative ses-
sion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

REMEMBERING DAVID “TED”
EYRE

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I
wish to pay tribute to one of Utah’s
great public servants, a loving hus-
band, father, and grandfather and a re-
markable leader, David ‘“‘Ted” Eyre.
Sadly, Ted recently lost his battle with
cancer. He leaves behind a grieving
community that he served for many
years as mayor of Murray City.

Ted had a strong, yet kind demeanor
that inspired others to work hard and
do what was best for their community.
As mayor, he made a tremendous im-
pact on the infrastructure and neigh-
borhoods of Murray City, a thriving
community tucked into the Salt Lake
Valley.

Ted was able to accomplish many im-
portant things for the local commu-
nity, including: improving Murray
Park, the heart of the city; acquiring
the historic Murray Theater, Murray
Chapel, and Murray Mansion that will
serve as gathering places for years to
come; expanding Fashion Place Mall
and the University of Utah Midvalley
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Health Center; acquiring properties in
the downtown redevelopment area for a
new city hall and fire station; and
adopting a new general city plan.

Ted had two great passions—aviation
and people. Both interests guided him
in his decisions throughout his life. He
received a degree in aviation science at
San Bernardino Valley College. As a
young man, he enlisted in the U.S.
Army and served in the Vietnam war
flying a U-21 Ute transport aircraft in
the aviation division of the signal
corps. After his military service, he
continued his love of flying and ex-
celled as an airline pilot for 30 years
for Western and later Delta Airlines,
serving as captain for much of that
time.

On January 7, 2014, Eyre was sworn in
as the mayor of Murray City, quickly
endearing himself as a capable leader
who valued the input of all and who
fought hard to prepare the community
for the future. Mayor Eyre left an in-
delible imprint on the city he led and
the citizens he served.

Throughout his life, Eyre not only
distinguished himself as a talented
pilot, courageous soldier, and devoted
public servant, he also became a friend
to all he came into contact with and
was a beloved husband, father, and
grandfather. I am grateful for the op-
portunity to pay tribute to a great
man, his life, and the example he
leaves behind. His influence will be felt
for generations to come.

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
following statement was ordered to be
printed in the RECORD.)

——————

VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
was unavoidably absent for rollcall
vote No. 193, the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to H.R.
2810, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for 2018. Had I been present, 1
would have voted yea.®

——————

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms
sales as defined by that statute. Upon
such notification, the Congress has 30
calendar days during which the sale
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to
the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD the notifications which
have been received. If the cover letter
references a classified annex, then such
annex is available to all Senators in
the office of the Foreign Relations
Committee, room SD-423.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BoB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
16-35, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of the Kingdom of Bahrain for defense
articles and services estimated to cost $27
million. After this letter is delivered to your
office, we plan to issue a news release to no-
tify the public of this proposed sale.

Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.
Enclosures.
1. TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-35

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: The Kingdom of
Bahrain.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $21 million.

Other $6 million.

Total $27 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

One-hundred and seven (107) TOW 2A,
Radio Frequency (RF) Missiles (BGM-71-4B-
RF).

Seventy-seven (77) TOW 2B Aero, RF Mis-
siles (BGM-T1F-Series).

Thirty-seven (37) TOW Bunker Buster (BB),
RF Missiles (BGM-71-F1-RF).

Non-MDE:

This request also includes the following
Non-MDE: Government Technical Support/
Logistical Support, Contractor Technical
Support, and other associated equipment and
services.

(iv) Military Department: Army.

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc. Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 8, 2017.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION

Bahrain—TOW 2ARF Missile (BGM-71-4B-
RF), TOW 2B RF Missiles (BGM-T1F-Se-
ries). TOW BB RF Missiles (BGM-71-F1 RF)
The Government of Bahrain has requested:
Major Defense Equipment (MDE):
One-hundred and seven (107) TOW 2A,

Radio Frequency (RF) Missiles (BGM-71-4B-

RF).

Seventy-seven (77) TOW 2B Aero, RF Mis-
siles (BGM-T1F-Series).

Thirty-seven (37) TOW Bunker Buster (BB),
RF Missiles (BGM-71-F1-RF).

Non-MDE:

The request also includes the following
Non-MDE: Government Technical Support/
Logistical Support, Contractor Technical
Support, and other associated equipment and
services.

The estimated value of MDE is $21 million.
The total overall estimated value is $27 mil-
lion.

This proposed sale will contribute to the
foreign policy and national security of the
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United States by helping to improve the se-
curity of a major Non-NATO ally, which has
been and continues to be an important secu-
rity partner in the region.

The proposed sale of TOW 2A, TOW 2B,
TOW BB missiles, and technical support will
advance Bahrain’s efforts to develop an inte-
grated ground defense capability. Bahrain
will use the capability as a deterrent to re-
gional threats and to strengthen its home-
land defense. This sale will also improve
interoperability with United States and re-
gional allies. Bahrain will have no difficulty
absorbing this equipment into its armed
forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractor will be Raytheon
Missile Systems, Tucson, Arizona. There are
no known offset agreements proposed in con-
nection with this potential sale.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
require the U.S. Government or contractor
representatives to travel to Bahrain for mul-
tiple periods for equipment deprocessing/
fielding, system checkout and new equip-
ment training. There will be no more than
two contractor personnel in Bahrain at any
one time and all efforts will take less than
two weeks in total.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-35
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended
Annex Item No vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The Radio Frequency (RF) TOW 2A Mis-
sile (BGM-71E-4B-RF) is a direct-attack mis-
sile designed to defeat armored vehicles, re-
inforced urban structures, field fortifications
and other such targets. TOW missiles are
fired from a variety of TOW launchers used
by the U.S. Army, U.S. Marine Corps, and
Foreign Military Sales (FMS) customers.
The TOW 2A RF missile can be launched
from the same launcher platforms as the ex-
isting wire-guided TOW 2A missile without
modification to the launcher. The TOW 2A
missile (both wire & RF) contains two track-
er beacons for the launcher to track and
guide the missile in flight. Guidance com-
mands from the launcher are provided to the
missile by a RF link contained within the
missile case. The hardware, software, and
technical publications to be provided with
the sale are UNCLASSIFIED. The highest
level of classified information authorized for
released through the sale of the TOW 2A is
SECRET.

2. The RF TOW 2B Aero Missile (BGM-71 F-
3-RF) is a fly-over-shoot-down missile de-
signed to defeat armored vehicles. TOW mis-
siles are fired from a variety of TOW
Launchers in the inventories of the U.S.
Army, the U.S. Marine Corps, and Foreign
Military Sales (FMS) customers. The TOW
2B Aero RF missile can be launched from the
same launcher platforms as wire-guided TOW
2B and TOW 2B Aero missiles without modi-
fication to the launcher. The TOW 2B missile
(both wire-guided & RF) contains two track-
er beacons for the launcher to track and
guide the missile in flight. Guidance com-
mands from the launcher are provided to the
missile by an RF link contained within the
missile case. The hardware and technical
publications to be provided with the sale are
UNCLASSIFIED. Software algorithms for
the system are classified SECRET. The high-
est level of classified information released
through the sale of the TOW 2B is SECRET.

3. The RF TOW Bunker Buster (BB), BGM-
T1-F1-RF is a variant of the TOW 2A that re-
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places the TOW 2A warhead with a high ex-
plosive blast-fragmentation warhead. This
bulk charge warhead is effective against re-
inforced concrete walls, light armored vehi-
cles, and earth and timber bunkers. Guid-
ance commands from the launcher are pro-
vided to the missile by an RF link contained
within the missile case. The hardware, soft-
ware, and technical publications to be pro-
vided with the sale are UNCLASSIFIED. The
highest level of classified information re-
leased through the sale of the TOW 2B is SE-
CRET.

4. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware and software elements of these
variants, the information could be used to
develop countermeasures that might reduce
weapon system effectiveness or be used in
the development of a system with similar or
advanced capabilities.

5. A determination has been made by the
U.S. Government that the Government of
Bahrain can provide the same degree of pro-
tection for the sensitive technology being re-
leased as the U.S. Government. This sale is
necessary in furtherance of the U.S. foreign
policy and national security objectives out-
lined in the Policy Justification.

6. All defense articles and services listed in
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of Bah-
rain.

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BoB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
16-59, concerning the Department of the Air
Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance to the Government of Bahrain for
defense articles and services estimated to
cost $1.082 billion. After this letter is deliv-
ered to your office, we plan to issue a news
release to notify the public of this proposed
sale.

Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.

Enclosures.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-59

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Bahrain.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $406 million.

Other $676 million.

Total $1.082 billion.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Twenty-three (23) F-110-GE-129 engines
(includes 3 spares).

Twenty-three (23) APG-83 Active Elec-
tronically Scanned Array Radars (includes 3
spares).

Twenty-three (23) Modular Mission Com-
puters (includes 3 spares).

Twenty-three (23) Embedded Global Navi-
gation Systems/LN260 EGI (includes 3
spares).

Forty (40) LAU-129 Launchers.

Twenty-three (23) Improved Programmable
Display Generators (iPDG).

Twenty-five (25) AN/AAQ-33 SNIPER Pods
(MDE Determination Pending).

Two (2) AIM-9X Sidewinder Missiles.

Two (2) AGM-88B/C High-Speed Anti-Radi-
ation Missiles (HARM).
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Two (2) WGU-43 Guidance Control Unit
(GCU) (for GBU-24 Paveway III).

Two (2) BSU-84 Air Foil Group (AFG) (for
GBU-24 Paveway III).

Five (6) KMU-572 Joint Direct Attack Mu-
nition (JDAM) Tailkits (for GBU-38 JDAM
and GBH-54 Laser JDAMSs).

Two (2) GBU-39 Small Diameter Bombs
(SDB) Guided Test Vehicles.

Two (2) AGM-84 Harpoon Missiles.

Three (3) MAU-210 ECCG (for GBU-50 En-
hanced Paveway II).

Three (3) BLU-109 Inert Bomb Bodies.

Four (4) MK-82/BLLU 111 Inert Bomb Bodies.

Two (2) FMU 152 or FMU 139 Fuzes.

Non-MDE includes:

One (1) Joint Mission Planning System,
one (1) F-16V simulator, twenty (20) AN/
ALQ-211 AIDEWS systems, one (1) avionics
level test station, six (6) DB-110 Advanced
Reconnaissance Systems, two (2) LAU-118A
Launchers, forty-five (45) AN/ARC-238
SINCGARS Radio or equivalent, twenty-
three (23) AN/APX126 Advanced Identifica-
tion Friend or Foe (AIFF) system or equiva-
lent, twenty-three (23) cryptographic appli-
ques, two (2) CATM-9L/M, two (2) AIM-120C-
7 Advanced Medium Range Air-to-Air Missile
(AMRAAM) Captive Air Training Missiles
(CATM), three (3) MXU-651 AFG (for GBU-50
Enhanced Paveway II), four (4) DSU-38 Preci-
sion Laser Guidance Sets (PLGS) (for GBU-
54 Laser JDAM), four (4) AGM-154 Joint
Standoff Weapon (JSOW) Captive Flight Ve-
hicles (CFV), three (3) MK-84/BLU 117 Inert
Bomb Bodies, two (2) FMU-152 D-1 Inert
Fuzes, three (3) BRU-57 Bomb Racks, two (2)
BRU-61 Bomb Racks for SDB, two (2) ADU-
890 SDB adapter cable for CMBRE, two (2)
ADU-891 AMRAAM/AIM 9X adapter cable for
CMBRE, telemetry for all flight test assets,
secure communications equipment, spares
and repair parts, support equipment, per-
sonnel training and training equipment, pub-
lications and technical documentation, U.S.
Government and contractor technical sup-
port services, containers, missile support and
test equipment, integration test, site survey,
design, construction studies/analyses/serv-
ices, cybersecurity, critical computer re-
sources support, force protection and other
related elements of logistics and program
support.

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (X7-D-
QAU).

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any:

FMS Case BA-D-SGA—$330.9 million—21
Apr 87.

FMS Case BA-D-SGG—$234.9 million—20
Feb 98.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc. Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Articles or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 8, 2017.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION

Government of Bahrain—Upgrade of F-16
Block 40 Aircraft to F-16V Configuration

The Government of Bahrain requested to
upgrade its existing twenty (20) F-16 Block
40 aircraft to the F-16V configuration. The
requested sale comprises of twenty-three (23)
F-110-GE-129 engines (includes 3 spares);
twenty-three (23) APG-83 Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array Radars (includes 3
spares); twenty-three (23) Modular Mission
Computers (includes 3 spares); twenty-three
(23) Embedded Global Navigation Systems/
LN260 EGI (includes 3 spares); twenty-three
(23) Improved Programmable Display Gen-
erators (iPDGs) (includes 3 spares); forty (40)
LAU-129 launchers; twenty-five (25) AN/
AAQ-33 SNIPER Pods; two (2) AIM-9X Side-
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winder Missiles; two (2) AGM-88 High-speed
Anti-Radiation Missiles (HARM); two (2)
WGU-43 Guidance Control Unit (GBU) Guid-
ance Control Unit (GCU) (for GBU-24
Paveway III; two (2) BSU-84 Air Foil Group
(AFG) (for GBU-24 Paveway III); five (5)
KMU-572 Joint Direct Attack Munition
(JDAM) Tailkits (for GBU-38 JDAM and
GBU-54 Laser JDAM); two (2) GBU-39 Small
Diameter Bombs (SDB) Guided Test Vehicles
(GTV); two (2) AGM-84 Harpoon Exercise
Missiles; three (3) MAU-210 ECCG (for GBU-
50 Enhanced Paveway II); three (3) BLU-109
Inert Bomb Bodies; four (4) MK-82/BLU-111
Inert Bomb Bodies; and two (2) GMU-152 or
FMU-139 Fuzes.

This sale also includes one (1) Joint Mis-
sion Planning System, one (1) F-16V simu-
lator, twenty (20) AN/ALQ-211 AIDEWS Sys-
tems, one (1) avionics level test station, six
(6) DB-110 Advanced Reconnaissance Sys-
tems, two (2) LAU-118A Launchers, forty-five
(45) AN/ARC-238 SINCGARS Radio or equiva-
lent, twenty-three (23) Advanced Identifica-
tion Friend or Foe (AIFF) systems or equiva-
lent; twenty-three (23) cryptographic appli-
ques; two (2) CATM-9L/M, two (2) AIM-120C-
7 Advanced Medium Range Air-to-Air Missile
(AMRAAM) Captive Air Training Missiles
(CATM), three (3) MXU-651 AFG (for GBU-50
Enhanced Paveway II), four (4) DSU-38 Preci-
sion Laser Guidance sets (PLGS) (for GBU-54
Laser JDAM), four (4) AGM-154 Joint Stand-
Off Weapon (JSOW) Captive Flight Vehicles
(CFV), three (3) MK-84/BLU-117 Inert Bomb
Bodies, two (2) FMU-152 D-1 Inert Fuzes,
three (3) BRU-57 Bomb Racks, two (2) BRU-
61 Bomb Racks for SDB, two (2) ADU-890
SDB adapter cable for CMBRE, two (2) ADU-
891 AMRAAM/AIM-9X adapter cable for
CMBRE, Telemetry for all flight test assets
secure communication equipment, spares
and repair parts, support equipment, per-
sonnel training and training equipment, pub-
lications and technical documentation, U.S.
Government and contractor technical sup-
port services, containers, missile support and
test equipment, integration test, site survey,

design, construction studies/analyses/serv-
ices, associate operations, maintenance,
training, support facilities, cybersecurity,

critical computer resources support, force
protection, and other related elements of lo-
gistics and program support. The total esti-
mated program cost is $1.082 billion.

This proposed sale will contribute to the
foreign policy and national security of the
United States by helping to improve the se-
curity of a major Non-NATO ally which has
been and continues to be an important secu-
rity partner in the region. Our mutual de-
fense interests anchor our relationship and
the Royal Bahraini Air Force (RBAF) plays
a significant role in Bahrain’s defense.

The proposed sale improves Bahrain’s ca-
pability to meet current and future threats.
Bahrain will use this capability as a deter-
rent to regional threats and to strengthen its
homeland defense. The upgraded F-16Vs will
provide an increase in the capability of ex-
isting aircraft to sustain operations, meet
training requirements, and support transi-
tion training for pilots to the upgraded air-
craft. This upgrade will improve interoper-
ability with U.S. forces and other regional
allies. Bahrain will have no difficulty ab-
sorbing this upgrade into its armed forces.

The proposed sale will not affect the basic
military balance in the region.

The prime contractor will be Lockheed
Martin. There are no known offset agree-
ments proposed in connection with this po-
tential sale.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
require the assignment of at least five (5) ad-
ditional U.S. Government representatives to
Bahrain.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

September 11, 2017

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-59
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act
Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. This sale will involve the release of sen-
sitive technology to Bahrain. The F-16V
weapon system is UNCLASSIFIED, except as
noted below. The aircraft utilizes the F-16C/
D airframe and features advanced avionics
and systems. It contains the General Elec-
tric F-110-GE-129 engine, AN/APG-83 Active
Electronically Scanned Array Radars , dig-
ital flight control system, internal and ex-
ternal electronic warfare equipment, AN/
APX126 Advanced Identification Friend of
Foe (AIFF), LN260 Embedded GPS/INS (EGI),
Modular Mission Computers (MMC), im-
proved Programmable Display Generators
(iPDG), AN/AAQ-33 SNIPER Pods,
Multifuncation Information Distribution
System Joint Tactical Radio System (MIDS-
JTRS), operational flight trainer, and soft-
ware computer programs.

2. Sensitive and/or classified (up to SE-
CRET) elements of the proposed F-16V in-
clude hardware, accessories, components,
and associated software: AN/APX126 Ad-
vanced Identification Friend or Foe (AIFF),
cryptographic appliques, Secure communica-
tion equipment, Joint Mission Planning Sys-
tem, F-16V Simulator, AN/ALQ-211 AIDEWS
Pods, Avionics Level Test Station, DB-110
Advanced Reconnaissance Systems, LAU-
118A Launchers, and F-110-GE-129 engine.
Additional sensitive areas include operating
manuals and maintenance technical orders
containing performance information, oper-
ating and test procedures, and other infor-
mation related to support operations and re-
pair. The hardware, software, and data iden-
tified are classified to protect
vulnerabilities, design and performance pa-
rameters and other similar critical informa-
tion.

3. The AN/APG-83 is an Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array (AESA) radar upgrade
for the F-16. It includes higher processor
power, higher transmission power, more sen-
sitive receiver electronics, infrared signature
and Advanced Interference Blanker Units,
and Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR), which
creates higher-resolution ground maps from
a greater distance than existing mechani-
cally scanned array radars (e.g., APG-68).
The upgrade features an increase in detec-
tion range of air targets, increases in proc-
essing speed and memory, as well as signifi-
cant improvements in all modes. The highest
classification of the radar is SECRET.

4. AN/ALQ-211 Airborne Integrated Defen-
sive Electronic Warfare Suite (AIDEWS) pro-
vides passive radar warning, wide spectrum
RE jamming, and control and management
of the entire Electronic Warfare (EW) sys-
tem. The commercially developed system
software and hardware is UNCLASSIFIED.
The system is classified SECRET when load-
ed with a U.S. derived EW database, which
will be provided.

5. AN/ARC-238 SINCGARS Radio or equiva-
lent is considered UNCLASSIFIED, but em-
ploys cryptographic technology that is clas-
sified SECRET. Classified elements include
operating characteristics, parameters, tech-
nical data, and keying material.

6. AN/APX-126 Advanced Identification
Friend or Foe (AIFF) is a system capable of
transmitting and interrogating Mode V and
is supported by cryptographic appliques. It is
UNCLASSIFIED unless/until Mode W and/or
Mode V operational evaluator parameters
are loaded into the equipment. Classified ele-
ments of the AIFF system include software
object code, operating characteristics, pa-
rameters, and technical data are SECRET.
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7. The Embedded GPS-INS (EGI) LN-260 is
a sensor that combines GPS and inertial sen-
sor inputs to provide accurate location infor-
mation for navigation and targeting. The
EGI LN-260 is UNCLASSIFIED. The GPS
crypto variable keys needed for highest GPS
accuracy are classified up to SECRET.

8. The Modular Mission Computer (MMC) is
the central computer for the F-16. As such it
serves as the hub for all aircraft subsystems,
avionics, and weapons. The hardware and
software (Operational Flight Program—OFP)
are classified up to SECRET.

9. An Improved Programmable Display
Generator (iPDG) will support the two color
MFD’s, allowing the pilot to set up to twelve
display programs. One of them includes a
color Horizontal Situation Display, which
will be, provide the pilot with a God’s eye
view of the tactical situation. Inside is a
20MHz, 32-bit Intel 80960 Display Processor
and a 256K battery-backed RAM system
memory. The color graphics controller is
based on the T.I. TMS34020 Raster Graphics
Chipset. The IPDG also contains substantial
growth capabilities including a high-speed
Ethernet interface (10/100BaseT) and all the
hardware necessary to support digital mov-
ing maps. The digital map function can be
enabled by the addition of software. The
hardware and software are UNCLASSIFIED.

10. Joint Mission Planning System (JMPS)
is a multi-platform PC-based mission plan-
ning system. JMPS hardware is UNCLASSI-
FIED, but the software is classified up to SE-
CRET.

11. DB-110 is a tactical airborne reconnais-
sance system. This capability permits recon-
naissance missions to be conducted from
very short range to long range by day or
night. It is an under-the-weather, podded
system that produces high resolution, dual-
band electro-optical and infrared imagery.
The DB-110 system is UNCLASSIFIED.

12. The SNIPER (AN/AAQ-33) targeting
system is UNCLASSIFIED and contains
technology representing the latest state-of-
the-art in in electro-optical clarity and haze,
and low light targeting capability. Informa-
tion on performance and inherent
vulnerabilities is classified SECRET. Soft-
ware (object code) is classified CONFIDEN-
TIAL. Overall system classification is SE-
CRET.

13. The AIM-120C-7 Advanced Medium
Range Air-to-Air Missile (AMRAAM) Captive
Air Training Missiles (CATM) is a super-
sonic, air launched, aerial intercept, guided
missile featuring digital technology and
micro-miniature solid-state electronics. The
missile employs active radar target tacking,
proportional navigation guidance, and active
Radio Frequency target detection. It can be
launched day or night, in any weather and
increases pilot survivability by allowing the
pilot to disengage after missile launch and
engage other targets. AMRAAM capabilities
include lookdown/shootdown, multiple
launches against multiple targets, resistance
to electronic countermeasures, and intercep-
tion of high- and low-flying maneuvering
targets. The AMRAAM AUR is classified
CONFIDENTIAL, major components and
subsystems range from UNCLASSIFIED to
CONFIDENTIAL, and technical data and
other documentation are classified up to SE-
CRET.

14. AIM-9X Sidewinder missile is an air-to-
air guided missile that employs a passive in-
frared (IR) target acquisition system that
features digital technology and micro- mini-
ature solid-state electronics. The AIM-9X
tactical and CATM guidance units are sub-
sets of the overall missile and were recently
designated as MDE. The AIM-9X is CON-
FIDENTIAL, Major components and sub-
systems range from UNCLASSIFIED to CON-
FIDENTIAL, and technical data and other
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documentation are classified up to SECRET.
The overall system classification is SE-
CRET.

The AIM-9X is launched from the aircraft
using a LAU-129 guided missile launcher
(currently in country inventory). The LAU-
129 provides mechanical and electrical inter-
face between missile and aircraft. The LAU-
129 system is UNCLASSIFIED.

15. AGM-88B/C HARM is an air-to-ground
missile designed to destroy or suppress
enemy radars used for air defense. HARM has
wide frequency coverage, is target re-
programmable in flight, and has a re-
programmable threat library. Hardware and
software for the system is classified SECRET
and ballistics data is CONFIDENTIAL. The
overall system classification is SECRET.

The AGM-88 is launched from the aircraft
using a LAU-118A guided missile launcher.
The LLAU-118A provides mechanical and elec-
trical interface between missile and aircraft.
The LAU-118A system is UNCLASSIFIED.

16. GBU-10/12: 2,000-1b (GBU-10) and 500-1b
(GBU-12) laser-guided bombs (L.GBs). The
LGB is a maneuverable, free-fall weapon that
guides on laser energy reflected off of the
target. The LGB is delivered like a normal
general purpose warhead and the laser guid-
ance guides the weapon into the target.
Laser designation for the weapon can be pro-
vided by a variety of laser target designa-
tors. The LGB consists of a laser guidance
kit, a computer control group and a warhead
specific air foil group, that attach to the
nose and tail of Mk 84, Mk 82 bomb bodies.

a. The GBU-10: This is a 2,0001b (BLU-117
BB or Mk 84) General Purpose (GP) guided
bomb fitted with the MXU-651 airfoil and the
MATU-169 or MAU-209 computer control group
to guide to its laser designated target.

b. The GBU-12: This is a 5001b (BLU-111/B
or Mk-82) guided bomb fitted with the MXU-
650 airfoil and the MAU-169 or MAU 209 com-
puter control group to guide to its laser des-
ignated target. The weapon components are
UNCLASSIFIED. Some technical data and
vulnerabilities/countermeasures  are SE-
CRET. The overall weapons classification is
SECRET.

17. GBU-31 and GBU-38 are 20001b/5001b
Joint Direct Attack Munitions (JDAM)
JDAM is a guidance kit that converts exist-
ing unguided free-fall bombs into precision-
guided ‘‘smart’” munitions. By adding a new
tail section containing Inertial Navigation
System (INS) guidance/Global Positioning
System (GPS) guidance to existing inven-
tories of BLU-109, BLU-111 and BLU-117 or
MKk-84 and MKk-82 bombs, the cost effective
JDAM provides highly accurate weapon de-
livery in any ‘‘flyable’” weather. The INS,
using updates from the GPS, helps guide the
bomb to the target via the use of movable
tail fins. The JDAM and all of its compo-
nents are UNCLASSIFIED, technical data
for JDAM is classified up to SECRET.

JDAMs use the Global Positioning System
(GPS) Precise Positioning System (PPS),
which provides for a more accurate capa-
bility than the commercial version of GPS.

18. GBU—49 and GBU-50 are 5001b/20001b dual
mode laser and GPS guided munitions re-
spectively. The GBU-49/50 use airfoil groups
similar to those used on the GBU-12 and
GBU-10 for inflight maneuverability. Weap-
ons components are UNCLASSIFIED. Tech-
nical data and countermeasures/
vulnerabilities are SECRET. The overall sys-
tem classification is SECRET.

GBU-49/50s use the GPS PPS, which pro-
vides for a more accurate capability than the
commercial version of GPS.

19. GBU-54/56 are the 5001b/20001b Laser
JDAM (Joint Direct Attack Munitions):
These weapons use the DSU-38/B/DSU-40
laser Sensor respectively and use both Glob-
al Position System aided inertial naviga-
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tions and/or laser guidance to execute threat
targets. The laser sensor enhances standard
JDAM’s reactive target capability by allow-
ing rapid prosecution of fixed targets with
large initial target location errors (TLE).
The DSU-38/B Laser sensor also provides the
additional capability to engage mobile tar-
gets. The addition of the DSU-38 laser sensor
combined with additional cabling and
mounting hardware turns a GBU-38 JDAM
into a GBU-54 Laser JDAM. The addition of
the DSU-40 laser sensor combined with addi-
tional cabling and mounting hardware turns
a GBU-31 JDAM into a GBU-56 Laser JDAM.
Weapons components are UNCLASSIFIED.
Technical data and countermeasures/
vulnerabilities are SECRET. The overall sys-
tem classification is SECRET.

Laser JDAMs use the GPS PPS, which pro-
vides for a more accurate capability than the
commercial version of GPS.

20. GBU-39 Small Diameter Bomb (SDB):
The GBU-39 small diameter bomb (SDB) is a
250-1b class precision guided munition that
allows aircraft with an ability to carry a
high number of bombs. The weapon offers
day or night, adverse weather, precision en-
gagement capability against pre-planned
fixed or stationary soft, non-hardened, and
hardened targets, with a significant standoff
range. Aircraft are able to carry four SDBs
in place of one 2,000-lb bomb. The SDB is
equipped with a GPS-aided inertial naviga-
tion system to attack fixed, stationary tar-
gets such as fuel depots and bunkers. The
SDB and all of its components are UNCLAS-
SIFIED; technical data is classified up to
SECRET.

SDBs use the GPS PPS, which provides for
a more accurate capability than the com-
mercial version of GPS.

21. The GBU-24 Paveway III is a 20001b
class low level laser guided munition that
can be employed at high, medium, and low
altitudes. GBU-24 components are UNCLAS-
SIFIED. Target designation tactics and asso-
ciated aircraft maneuvers, the probability of
destroying specific/peculiar targets,
vulnerabilities regarding countermeasures,
and the electromagnetic environment is
classified SECRET.

22. The AGM-154 is a family of low-cost
standoff weapons that are modular in design
and incorporate either a sub-munition or a
unitary warhead. Potential targets for Joint
Standoff Weapon (JSOW) range from soft
targets, such as troop concentration, to
hardened point targets like bunkers. The
AGM-154C is a penetrator weapon that car-
ries a BROACH warhead and pay load. The
AGM-154 hardware, software and mainte-
nance data is UNCLASSIFIED.
Vulnerabilities and countermeasures are
classified up to SECRET. Overall system
classification is SECRET.

The AGM-154 uses the GPS PPS, which
provides for a more accurate capability than
the commercial version of GPS.

23. The AGM-84L-1 Harpoon is a non-nu-
clear tactical weapon system currently in
service in the U S. Navy and in 28 other for-
eign nations. It provides a day, night, and
adverse weather, standoff air-to-surface ca-
pability. Harpoon Block II is a follow on to
the Harpoon missile that is no longer in pro-
duction. Harpoon Block II is an effective
Anti-Surface Warfare missile.

The AGM-84L-1 incorporates components,
software, and technical design information
that are considered sensitive. These ele-
ments are essential to the ability of the Har-
poon missile to selectively engage hostile
targets under a wide range of operational,
tactical and environmental conditions. The
following Harpoon components being con-
veyed by the proposed sale that are consid-
ered sensitive and are classified CONFIDEN-
TIAL include: IIR seeker, INS, OPP software
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and, missile operational characteristics and
performance data. The overall system classi-
fication is SECRET.

24. M61A1 20mm Vulcan Cannon: The 20mm
Vulcan cannon is a six barreled automatic
cannon chambered in 20x120mm with a cyclic
rate of fire from 2,500-6,000 shots per minute.
This weapon is a hydraulically powered air
cooled Gatlin gun used to damage/destroy
aerial targets, suppress/incapacitate per-
sonnel targets, and damage or destroy mov-
ing and stationary light materiel targets.
The M61A1 and its components are UNCLAS-
SIFIED.

25. Software, hardware, and other data/in-
formation, which is classified or sensitive, is
reviewed prior to release to protect system
vulnerabilities, design data, and performance
parameters. Some end-item hardware, soft-
ware, and other data identified above are
classified at the CONFIDENTIAL and SE-
CRET level. Potential compromise of these
systems is controlled through management
of the basic software programs of highly sen-
sitive systems and software-controlled weap-
on systems on a case-by-case basis.

26. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware or software source code in this pro-
posed sale, the information could be used to
develop countermeasures which might re-
duce weapon system effectiveness or be used
in the development of systems with similar
or advance capabilities.

27. This sale is necessary in furtherance of
the U.S. foreign policy and national security
objectives outlined in the Policy Justifica-
tion. Moreover, the benefits to be derived
from this sale, as outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification, outweigh the potential damage
that could result if the sensitive technology
were revealed to unauthorized persons.

28. A determination has been made that
the recipient country can provide substan-
tially the same degree of protection for the
sensitive technology being released as the
U.S. Government.

29. This sale is necessary in furtherance of
the U.S. foreign policy and national security
objectives outlined in the Policy Justifica-
tion.

30. All defense articles and services listed
in this transmittal are authorized for release
and export to the Government of Bahrain.

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BoB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
16-60, concerning the Department of the Air
Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance to the Government of Bahrain for
defense articles and services estimated to
cost $2.785 billion. After this letter is deliv-
ered to your office, we plan to issue a news
release to notify the public of this proposed
sale.

Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.

Enclosures.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-60

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) (U) Prospective Purchaser: Government
of Bahrain.

(ii) (U) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $2.095 billion.

Other $0.690 billion.

Total $2.785 billion.
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(iii) (U) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Nineteen (19) F-16V Aircraft.

Nineteen (19) M61 Vulcan 20mm Gun Sys-
tems.

Twenty-two (22) F-16V F-110-GE-129 En-
gines (includes 3 spares).

Twenty-two (22) APG-83 Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array Radars (includes 3
spares).

Twenty-two (22) Modular
puters (includes 3 spares).

Twenty-two (22) Embedded Global Naviga-
tion Systems/LLN260 EGI (includes 3 spares).

Twenty-two (22) Improved Programmable
Display Generators (iPDG) (includes 3
spares).

Thirty-eight (38) LAU-129 Launchers.

Non-MDE include: Nineteen (19) AN/ALQ-
211 AIDEWS Systems, thirty-eight (38) LAU-
118A Launchers, forty-two (42) AN/ARC-238
SINCGARS Radio or equivalent, twenty-two
(22) AN/APX-126 Advanced Identification
Friend or Foe (AIFF) system or equivalent,
twenty-two (22) cryptographic appliques, se-
cure communication equipment, spares and
repair parts, personnel training and training
equipment, simulators, publications and
technical documentation, U.S. Government
and contractor technical support services,
containers, missile support and test equip-
ment, original equipment manufacturer inte-
gration and test, U.S. Government and con-
tractor technical support and training serv-
ices, site survey, design, construction stud-
ies/analysis/services, associated operations/
maintenance/training/support facilities, cy-
bersecurity, critical computer resources sup-
port, force protection and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support.

(iv) (U) Military Department: Air Force
(X7-D-SAB)

(v) (U) Prior Related Cases, if any: FMS
Case BA-D-SGA—$330,927,474—21 Apr 87;
FMS Case BA-D-SGG—$234,879,152—20 Feb
98.

(vi) (U) Sales Commission. Fee, etc.. Paid,
Offered, or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) (U) Sensitivity of Technology Con-
tained in the Defense Article or Defense
Services Proposed to be Sold: See Annex At-
tached.

(viii) (U) Date Report Delivered to Con-
gress: September 8, 2017.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION

(U) Government of Bahrain—F-16V Aircraft
with Support

(U) The Government of Bahrain has re-
quested a possible sale of nineteen (19) F-16V
Aircraft; nineteen (19) M61 Vulcan 20mm Gun
Systems; twenty-two (22) F-16V F110-GE-129
Engines (includes 3 spares); twenty-two (22)
APG-83 Active Electronically Scanned Array
Radars (includes 3 spares); twenty-two (22)
Modular Mission Computers (includes 3
spares); twenty-two (22) Embedded Global
Navigation Systems/LN260 EGI (includes 3
spares); twenty-two (22) Improved Program-
mable Display Generators (iPDG) (includes 3
spares); and thirty-eight (38) LAU-129
Launchers. This sale also includes nineteen
(19) AN/ALQ-211 AIDEWS Systems, thirty-
eight (38) LAU-118A Launchers, forty-two
(42) AN/ARC-238 SINCGARS Radio or equiva-
lent, twenty-two (22) AN/APX-126 Advanced
Identification Friend or Foe (AIFF) system
or equivalent, twenty-two (22) cryptographic
appliques, secure communication equipment,
spares and repair parts, personnel training
and training equipment, simulators, publica-
tions and technical documentation, U.S.
Government and contractor technical sup-
port services, containers, missile support and

Mission Com-

September 11, 2017

test equipment, original equipment manu-
facturer integration and test, U.S. Govern-
ment and contractor technical support and
training services, site survey, design, con-
struction studies/analysis/services, associ-
ated operations/maintenance/ training/sup-
port facilities, cybersecurity, critical com-
puter resources support, force protection and
other related elements of logistics and pro-
gram support. The total estimated program
cost is $2.785 billion.

(U) This proposed sale will contribute to
the foreign policy and national security of
the United States by helping to improve the
security of a major Non-NATO ally, which
has been and continues to be an important
security partner in the region. Our mutual
defense interests anchor our relationship and
the Royal Bahraini Air Force (RBAF) plays
a significant role in Bahrain’s defense.

(U) The proposed sale improves Bahrain’s
capability to meet current and future
threats. Bahrain will use the capability as a
deterrent to regional threats and to
strengthen its homeland defense. This pur-
chase of F-16Vs will improve interoperability
with United States and other regional allies.
Bahrain employs 20 older F-16 Block 40s and
will have no difficulty absorbing these air-
craft into its armed forces.

(U) The proposed sale of these aircraft will
not alter the basic military balance in the
region.

(U) The prime contractor will be Lockheed
Martin. There are no know offset agreements
proposed in connection with this potential
sale.

(U) Implementation of this proposed sale
will require the assignment of at least ten
(10) additional U.S. Government representa-
tives and approximately seventy-five (75)
contractor representatives to Bahrain.

(U) There will be no adverse impact on U.S.
defense readiness as aresult of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16-60

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act

Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. (U) This sale involves the release of sen-
sitive technology to Bahrain. The F-16C/D
Block V weapon system is unclassified, ex-
cept as noted below. The aircraft uses the F-
16 airframe and features advanced avionics
and systems. It contains the General Elec-
tric F-110-129 engine, AN/APG-83 radar, dig-
ital flight control system, internal and ex-
ternal electronic warfare (EW) equipment,
Advanced Identification Friend or Foe
(AIFF), operational flight trainer, and soft-
ware computer programs.

2. (U) Sensitive or classified (up to SE-
CRET) elements of the proposed F-16V in-
clude hardware, accessories, components,
and associated software: AN/APG-83 AESA
Radars, Modular Mission Computers, Ad-
vanced Identification Friend or Foe (AIFF),
cryptographic appliques, Embedded Global
Positioning System/Inertial Navigation Sys-
tem, Modular Mission Computer (MMC), AN/
ALQ-211 AIDEWS Systems, LAU-129 Launch-
ers, Modular Mission Computers, and Im-
proved Programmable Display Generators
(iPDGs). Additional sensitive areas include
operating manuals and maintenance tech-
nical orders containing performance infor-
mation, operating and test procedures, and
other information related to support oper-
ations and repair. The hardware, software,
and data identified are classified to protect
vulnerabilities, design and performance pa-
rameters and other similar critical informa-
tion.

3. (U) The AN/APG-83 is an Active Elec-
tronically Scanned Array (AESA) radar up-
grade for the F-16V. It includes higher proc-
essor power, higher transmission power,
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more sensitive receiver electronics, and syn-
thetic aperture radar (SAR), which creates
higher-resolution ground maps from a great-
er distance than existing mechanically
scanned array radars (e.g., APG-68). The up-
grade features an increase in detection range
of air targets, increases in processing speed
and memory, as well as significant improve-
ments in all modes. The highest classifica-
tion of the radar is SECRET.

4. (U) AN/ALQ-211 Airborne Integrated De-
fensive Electronic Warfare Suite (AIDEWS)
System provides passive radar warning, wide
spectrum RF jamming, and control and man-
agement of the entire EW system. Commer-
cially developed system software and hard-
ware is UNCLASSIFIED. The system is clas-
sified SECRET when loaded with a U.S. de-
rived EW database, which will be provided.

5. (U) The secure voice communications
radio system is considered unclassified, but
may employ cryptographic technology that
is classified SECRET. Classified elements in-
clude operating characteristics, parameters,
technical data, and keying material.

6. (U) An Advanced Identification Friend or
Foe (AIFF) is a system capable of transmit-
ting and interrogating Mode V. It is UN-
CLASSIFIED unless Mode IV or Mode V
operational evaluator parameters are loaded
into the equipment that is classified SE-
CRET. Classified elements of the ATP sys-
tem include software object code, operating
characteristics, parameters, and technical
data.

7. (U) The Embedded GPS-INS (EGI) LN-
260 is a sensor that combines GPS and iner-
tial sensor inputs to provide accurate loca-
tion information for navigation and tar-
geting. The EGI LN-260 is UNCLASSIFIED.
The GPS crypto-variable keys needed for
highest GPS accuracy are classified up to
SECRET.

8. (U) The LAU-129 Guided Missile Launch-
er is capable of launching a single AIM-9
(Sidewinder) family of missile or a single
AIM-120 Advanced Medium Range Air-to-Air
Missile (AMRAAM). The LAU-129 provides
mechanical and electrical interface between
missile and aircraft. The LAU-129 system is
UNCLASSIFIED.

9. (U) The Modular Mission Computer
(MMC) is the central computer for the F-16.
As such it serves as the hub for all aircraft
subsystems, avionics, and weapons. The
hardware and software (Operational Flight
Program OFP) are classified up to SECRET.

10. (U) An Improved Programmable Display
Generator (iPDG) will support the two color
MFD’s, allowing the pilot to set up to twelve
display programs. One of them includes a
color Horizontal Situation Display, which
will be, provide the pilot with a God’s eye
view of the tactical situation. Inside is a
20MHz, 32-bit Intel 80960 Display Processor
and a 266K battery-backed RAM system
memory. The color graphics controller is
based on the T.I. TMS34020 Raster Graphics
Chipset. The iPDG also contains substantial
growth capabilities including a high-speed
Ethernet interface (10/100BaseT) and all the
hardware necessary to support digital mov-
ing maps. The digital map function can be
enabled by the addition of software. The
hardware and software are UNCLASSIFIED.

11. (U) M61A1 20mm Vulcan Cannon: The
20mm Vulcan cannon is a six barreled auto-
matic cannon chambered in 20x120mm with a
cyclic rate of fire from 2,500-6,000 shots per
minute. This weapon is a hydraulically pow-
ered air cooled Gatlin gun used to damage/
destroy aerial targets, suppress/incapacitate
personnel targets, and damage or destroy
moving and stationary light materiel tar-
gets. The M61A1 and its components are UN-
CLASSIFIED.

12. (U) Software, hardware, and other data
or information, which is classified or sen-
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sitive, is reviewed prior to release to protect
system vulnerabilities, design data, and per-
formance parameters. Some end-item hard-
ware, software, and other data identified
above are classified at the CONFIDENTIAL
and SECRET level. Potential compromise of
these systems is controlled through manage-
ment of the basic software programs of high-
ly sensitive systems and software-controlled
weapon systems on a case-by-case basis.

13. (U) If a technologically advanced adver-
sary were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware or software source code in this pro-
posed sale, the information could be used to
develop countermeasures which might re-
duce weapon system effectiveness or be used
in the development of systems with similar
or advance capabilities.

14. (U) This sale is necessary in furtherance
of the U.S. foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification. Moreover, the benefits to be de-
rived from this sale, as outlined in the Pol-
icy Justification, outweigh the potential
damage that could result if the sensitive
technology were revealed to unauthorized
persons.

15. (U) A determination has been made that
the recipient country can provide substan-
tially the same degree of protection for the
sensitive technology being released as the
U.S. Government. This sale is necessary in
furtherance of the U.S. foreign policy and
national security objectives outlined in the
Policy Justification.

16. (U) All defense articles and services
listed in this transmittal are authorized for
release and export to the Government of
Bahrain.

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BOB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
17-01, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Bahrain for defense articles and
services estimated to cost $60.25 million.
After this letter is delivered to your office,
we plan to issue a news release to notify the
public of this proposed sale.

Sincerely,
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.

Enclosures.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17-01

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Bahrain.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment* $ 5.10 million.

Other $55.15 million.

Total $60.25 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): Two (2)
MK 38 Mod 3 26mm Gun Weapons Systems.

Non-MDE: Two (2) 35 meter Fast Patrol
Boats; two (2) SeaFLIR 380 HD Forward
Looking Infra-Red (FLIR) devices; commu-
nication equipment; support equipment;
spare and repair parts; tools and test equip-
ment; technical data and publications; per-
sonnel training; U.S. government and con-
tractor engineering, technical, and logistics
support services; and other related elements
of logistics and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Navy.

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None.
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(vi) Sales Commission, Fee. etc., Paid, Of-
fered. or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: None.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 8, 2017.

*ags defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
Bahrain—35 Meter Fast Patrol Boats

Bahrain has requested the purchase of two
(2) 35 meter Fast Patrol Boats, each equipped
with one (1) MK38 Mod 3 25mm gun weapon
system and one (1) SeaFLIR 380 HD Forward
Looking Infra-Red (FLIR) device. Addition-
ally, Bahrain has requested communication
equipment; support equipment; spare and re-
pair parts; tools and test equipment; tech-
nical data and publications; personnel train-
ing; U.S. government and contractor engi-
neering, technical, and logistics support
services; and other related elements of logis-
tics and program support. The total esti-
mated cost is $60.25 million.

This proposed sale will contribute to the
foreign policy and national security of the
United States by helping to improve the se-
curity of a major Non-NATO ally, which has
been and continues to be an important secu-
rity partner in the region. This proposed sale
of patrol boats will enhance the military ca-
pabilities of the Royal Bahrain Naval Force
in the fulfillment of its self-defense, mari-
time security, and counter-terrorism mis-
sions.

Bahrain will use the capability as a deter-
rent to regional threats and to strengthen its
homeland defense. This sale will also im-
prove interoperability with United States
and regional allies. Bahrain will have no dif-
ficulty absorbing this equipment into its
armed forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractors for systems list-
ed include: 35 meter Fast Patrol Boats—
SwiftShips, Morgan City, LA; MK38 Mod 3
2mm Gun Weapon System—BAE Systems,
Louisville, KY; SeaFlir Model 380 HD For-
ward Looking Infra-Red Device—Flir Sys-
tems, Inc., Portland, OR. There are no
known offset agreements proposed in con-
junction with this potential sale.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
require multiple trips by U.S. Government
and contractor representatives to participate
in program and technical reviews plus boat
reactivation and boat systems training in
country, on a temporary basis, for a period
of two years.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Arlington, VA.
Hon. BoB CORKER,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
17-49, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Canada for defense articles and serv-
ices estimated to cost $5.23 billion. After this
letter is delivered to your office, we plan to
issue a news release to notify the public of
this proposed sale.

Sincerely.
CHARLES W. HOOPER,
Lieutenant General, USA, Director.
Enclosures.
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TRANSMITTAL NO. 17-49

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Canada.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $2.64 billion.

Other $2.59 billion.

Total $5.23 billion.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Ten (10) F/A-18E Super Hornet Aircraft,
with F414-GE-400 Engines.

Eight (8) F/A-18F Super Hornet Aircraft,
with F414-GE-400 Engines.

Eight (8) F414-GE-400 Engine Spares.

Twenty (20) AN/APG-79 Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array (AESA) Radars.

Twenty (20) M61A2 20MM Gun Systems.

Twenty-eight (28) AN/ALR-67(V)3 Elec-
tronic Warfare Countermeasures Receiving
Sets.

Fifteen (15) AN/AAQ-33 Sniper Advanced
Targeting Pods.

Twenty (20) Multifunctional Information
Distribution Systems—Joint Tactical Radio
System (MIDS-JTRS).

Thirty (30) Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing
Systems (JHMCS).

Twenty-eight (28) AN/ALQ-214 Integrated
Countermeasures Systems.

One hundred thirty (130) LAU-127E/A and/
or F/A Guided Missile Launchers.

Twenty-two (22) AN/AYK-29 Distributed
Targeting System (DTS).

Twenty-two (22) AN/AYK-29 Distributed
Targeting Processor (DTP).

One hundred (100) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder
Block II Tactical Missiles.

Thirty (30) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II
Captive Air Training Missiles (CATM).

Eight (8) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II
Special Air Training Missiles (NATM).

Twenty (20) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II
Tactical Guidance Units.

Sixteen (16) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II
CATM Guidance Units.

Non-MDE: Included in the sale are AN/
AVS-9 Night Vision Goggles (NVG); AN/
ALE-47 Electronic Warfare Countermeasures
Systems; AN/ARC-210 Communication Sys-
tem, AN/APX-111 Combined Interrogator
Transponder; AN/ALE-55 Towed Decoys;
Joint Mission Planning System (JMPS); AN/
PYQ-10C Simple Key Loader (SKL); Data
Transfer Unit (DTU); Accurate Navigation
(ANAV) Global Positioning System (GPS)
Navigation; KIV-78 Duel Channel Encryptor,
Identification Friend or Foe (IFF), CADS/
PADS; Instrument Landing System (ILS);
Aircraft Armament Equipment (AAE); High
Speed Video Network (HSVN) Digital Video
Recorder (HDVR); Launchers (LAU-115D/A,
LAU-116B/A, LAU-118A); flight test services;
site survey; aircraft ferry; auxiliary fuel
tanks; aircraft spares; containers; storage
and preservation; transportation; aircrew
and maintenance training; training aids and
equipment, devices and spares and repair
parts; weapon system support and test equip-
ment; technical data Engineering Change
Proposals; technical publications and docu-
mentation; software; avionics software sup-
port; software development/integration; sys-
tem integration and testing; U.S. Govern-
ment and contractor engineering technical
and logistics support; Repair of Repairable
(RoR); repair and return warranties; other
technical assistance and support equipment;
and other related elements of logistics and
program support.

(iv) Military Department: Navy.

(v) Prior Related Cases if any: CN-P-FEC
(planning case).
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(vi) Sales Commission. Fee, etc., Paid. Of-
fered. or Agreed to be Paid: None.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
September 11, 2017.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
Government of Canada—F/A-18E/F Super
Hornet Aircraft with Support

The Government of Canada has requested a
possible sale of ten (10) F/A-18E Super Hor-
net aircraft, with F414-GE-400 engines; eight
(8) F/A-18F Super Hornet aircraft, with F414—
GE-400 engines; eight (8) F414-GE-400 engine
spares; twenty (200 AN/APG-79 Active Elec-
tronically Scanned Array (AESA) radars;
twenty (20) M61A2 20MM gun systems; twen-
ty-eight (28) AN/ALR-67(V)3 Electronic War-
fare Countermeasures Receiving Sets; fifteen
(15) AN/AAQ-33 Sniper Advanced Targeting
Pods; twenty (20) Multifunctional Informa-
tion Distribution Systems—Joint Tactical
Radio System (MIDS-JTRS); thirty (30)
Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing Systems
(JHMCS); twenty-eight (28) AN/ALQ-214 Inte-
grated Countermeasures Systems; one hun-
dred thirty (130) LAU-127E/A and or F/A
Guided Missile Launchers; twenty-two (22)
AN/AYK-29 Distributed Targeting System
(DTS); twenty-two (22) AN/AYK-29 Distrib-
uted Targeting Processor (DTP); one hun-
dred (100) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II Tac-
tical Missiles; thirty (30) AIM-9X-2 Side-
winder Block II Captive Air Training Mis-
siles (CATM); eight (8) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder
Block II Special Air Training Missiles
(NATM); twenty (20) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder
Block II Tactical Guidance Units; sixteen
(16) AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II CATM
Guidance Units. Also included in this sale
are AN/AVS-9 Night Vision Goggles (NVG);
AN/ALE-47 Electronic Warfare Counter-
measures Systems; AN/ARC-210 Communica-
tion System; AN/APX-111 Combined Interro-
gator Transponder; AN/ALE-55 Towed De-
coys; Joint Mission Planning System
(JMPS); AN/PYQ-10C Simple Key Loader
(SKL); Data Transfer Unit (DTU); Accurate
Navigation (ANAV) Global Positioning Sys-
tem (GPS) Navigation; KIV-78 Duel Channel
Encryptor, Identification Friend or Foe
(IFF); CADS/PADS; Instrument Landing
System (ILS); Aircraft Armament Equip-
ment (AAE); High Speed Video Network
(HSVN) Digital Video Recorder (HDVR);
Launchers (LAU-115D/A, LAU-116B/A, LAU-
118A); flight test services; site survey; air-
craft ferry; auxiliary fuel tanks; aircraft
spares; containers; storage and preservation;
transportation; aircrew and maintenance
training; training aids and equipment, de-
vices and spares and repair parts; weapon
system support and test equipment; tech-
nical data Engineering Change Proposals;
technical publications and documentation;
software; avionics software support; software
development/integration; system integration
and testing; U.S. Government and contractor
engineering technical and logistics support;
Repair of Repairable (RoR); repair and re-
turn warranties; other technical assistance
and support equipment; and other related
elements of logistics and program support.
The estimated total case value is $5.23 bil-
lion.

This proposed sale will contribute to the
foreign policy and national security objec-
tives of the United States by helping to im-
prove the security of a NATO ally which has
been, and continues to be, a key democratic
partner of the United States in ensuring
peace and stability. The acquisition of the F/
A-18E/F Super Hornet aircraft, associated
weapons and capability will allow for greater
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interoperability with U.S. forces, providing
benefits for training and possible future coa-
lition operations in support of shared re-
gional security objectives.

The proposed sale of the F/A-18E/F Super
Hornet aircraft will improve Canada’s capa-
bility to meet current and future warfare
threats and provide greater security for its
critical infrastructure. The F/A-18E/F Super
Hornet aircraft will supplement and eventu-
ally replace a portion of the Canadian Air
Force’s aging fighter aircraft. Canada will
have no difficulty absorbing this equipment
into its armed forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractors will be: Boeing
Company, St. Louis, MO; Northrop Grum-
man, Los Angeles, CA; Raytheon, El
Segundo, CA; General Electric, Lynn, MA;
and Raytheon Missile Systems Company,
Tucson, AZ. The Government of Canada has
advised that it will negotiate offset agree-
ments with key U.S. contractors.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
require the assignment of contractor rep-
resentatives to Canada on and intermittent
basis over the life of the case to support de-
livery of the F/A-18E/F Super Hornet aircraft
and weapons and to provide supply support
management, inventory control and equip-
ment familiarization.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17-49
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act
Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The F/A-18E/F Super Hornet is a single-
seat and two-seat, twin engine, multi-mis-
sion fighter/attack aircraft that can operate
from either aircraft carriers or land bases.
The F/A-18E/F Super Hornet fills a variety of
roles: air superiority, fighter escort, suppres-
sion of enemy air defenses, reconnaissance,
forward air control, close and deep air sup-
port, and day and night strike missions. The
F/A-18E/F Weapons System is considered SE-
CRET.

2. The AN/APG-T79 Active Electronically
Scanned Array (AESA) Radar System is clas-
sified SECRET. The radar provides the F/A-
18E/F Super Hornet aircraft with all-weath-
er, multi-mission capability for performing
air-to-air and air-to-ground targeting and at-
tack. Air-to-air modes provide the capability
for all-aspect target detection, long-range
search and track, automatic target acquisi-
tion, and tracking of multiple targets. Air-
to-surface attack modes provide high-resolu-
tion ground mapping navigation, weapon de-
livery, and sensor cueing. The system com-
ponent hardware (Antenna, Transmitter,
Radar Data Processor, and Power Supply) is
UNCLASSIFIED. The Receiver-Exciter hard-
ware is CONFIDENTIAL. The radar Oper-
ational Flight Program (OFP) is classified
SECRET. Documentation provided with the
AN/APG-T79 radar set is classified SECRET.

3. The AN/ALR-67(V)3 Electronic Warfare
Countermeasures Receiving Set is classified
CONFIDENTIAL. The AN/ALR-67(V)3 pro-
vides the F/A-18E/F aircrew with radar
threat warnings by detecting and evaluating
friendly and hostile radar frequency threat
emitters and providing identification and
status information about the emitters to on-
board Electronic Warfare (EW) equipment
and the aircrew. The Operational Flight Pro-
gram (OFP) and User Data Files (UDF) used
in the AN/ALR-67(V)3 are classified SE-
CRET. Those software programs contain
threat parametric data used to identify and
establish priority of detected radar emitters.
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4. The Multifunctional Informational Dis-
tribution System-Joint Tactical Radio Sys-
tem (MIDS-JTRS) is classified CONFIDEN-
TIAL. The MIDS-JTRS is a secure data and
voice communication network using Link-16
architecture. The system provides enhanced
situational awareness, positive identifica-
tion of participants within the network, se-
cure fighter-to-fighter connectivity, secure
voice capability, and ARN-118 TACAN
functionality. It provides three major func-
tions: Air Control, Wide Area Surveillance,
and Fighter-to-Fighter. The MIDS-JTRS can
be used to transfer data in Air-to-Air, Air-to-
Surface, and Air-to-Ground scenarios. The
MIDS Enhanced Interference Blanking Unit
(EIBU) provides validation and verification
of equipment and concept. EIBU enhances
input/output signal capacity of the MIDS-
JTRS and addresses parts obsolescence.

5. The Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing Sys-
tem (JHMCS) is a modified HGU-55/P helmet
that incorporates a visor-projected Heads-Up
Display (HUD) to cue weapons and aircraft
sensors to air and ground targets. In close
combat, a pilot must currently align the air-
craft to shoot at a target. JHMCS allows the
pilot to simply look at a target to shoot.
This system projects visual targeting and
aircraft performance information on the
back of the helmet’s visor, enabling the pilot
to monitor this information without inter-
rupting his field of view through the cockpit
canopy. The system uses a magnetic trans-
mitter unit fixed to the pilot’s seat and a
magnetic field probe mounted on the helmet
to define helmet pointing positioning. A Hel-
met Vehicle Interface (HVI) interacts with
the aircraft system bus to provide signal
generation for the helmet display. This pro-
vides significant improvement for close com-
bat targeting and engagement. Hardware is
UNCLASSIFIED; technical data and docu-
ments are classified up to SECRET.

6. The AN/ALQ-214 is an advanced airborne
Integrated Defensive Electronic Counter-
measures (IDECM) programmable modular
automated system capable of intercepting,
identifying, processing received radar signals
(pulsed and continuous) and applying an op-
timum countermeasures technique in the di-
rection of the radar signal, thereby improv-
ing individual aircraft probability of sur-
vival from a variety of surface-to-air and air-
to-air Radio Frequency (RF) threats. The
system operates in a standalone or Elec-
tronic Warfare (EW) suite mode. In the EW
suite mode, the AN/ALQ-214 operates in a
fully coordinated mode with the towed dis-
pensable decoy, Radar Warning Receiver
(RWR), and the onboard radar in the F/A-
18E/F Super Hornet in a coordinated, non-in-
terference manner sharing information for
enhanced information. The AN/ALQ-214 was
designed to operate in a high-density Elec-
tromagnetic Hostile Environment with the
ability to identify and counter a wide vari-
ety of multiple threats, including those with
Doppler characteristics. Hardware within the
AN/ALQ-214 is classified CONFIDENTIAL.

7. LAIJ-127"E/A and/or F/A Guided Missile
Launchers designed to enable F/A-18E/F
Super Hornet aircraft to carry and launch
missiles. It provides the electrical and me-
chanical interface between the missile and
launch aircraft as well as the two-way data
transfer between missile and cockpit con-
trols and displays to support preflight ori-
entation and control circuits to prepare and
launch the missile.

8. The AIM-9X-2 Block II Sidewinder mis-
sile represents a substantial increase in mis-
sile acquisition and kinematics performance
over the AIM-9M and replaces AIM-9X Block
I missile configuration. The missile includes
a high off-boresight seeker, enhanced coun-
termeasure rejection capability, low drag/
high angle of attack airframe and the ability
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to integrate the Helmet Mounted Cueing
System. The software algorithms are the
most sensitive portion of the AIM-9X-2 mis-
sile. The software continues to be modified
via a pre-planned product improvement (P31)
program in order to improve its counter-
countermeasure capabilities. No software
source code or algorithms will be released.
The missile is classified as CONFIDENTIAL.

9. The AIM-9X-2 will result in the transfer
of sensitive technology and information. The
equipment, hardware, and documentation
are classified CONFIDENTIAL. The software
and operation performance are classified SE-
CRET. The seeker/guidance control section
and the target detector are CONFIDENTIAL
and contain sensitive state-of-the-art tech-
nology. Manuals and technical documenta-
tion that are necessary or support oper-
ational use and organizational management
are classified up to SECRET. Performance
and operating logic of the counter-counter-
measures circuits are classified SECRET.
The hardware, software, and data identified
are classified to protect vulnerabilities, de-
sign and performance parameters and simi-
lar critical information.

10. The AN/AAQ-33 SNIPER Pod is a multi-
sensor, electro-optical targeting pod incor-
porating infrared, low-light television cam-
era, laser range finder/target designator, and
laser spot tracker. It is used to provide navi-
gation and targeting for military aircraft in
adverse weather and using precision-guided
weapons such as laser-guided bombs. It offers
much greater target resolution and imagery
accuracy than previous systems.

11. The AN/PVS-9 Night Vision Goggles
(NVG) provide imagery sufficient for an avi-
ator to complete night time missions down
to starlight and extreme low light condi-
tions. The AN/PVS-9 is designed to satisfy
the F/A-18E/F mission requirements for cov-
ert night combat, engagement, and support.
The third generation light amplification
tubes provide a high-performance, image-in-
tensification system for optimized F/A-18E/F
night flying at terrain-masking altitudes.
The AN/PVS-9 NVG’s are classified as UN-
CLASSIFIED but with restrictions on re-
lease of technologies.

12. The AN/ALE-47 Countermeasures Dis-
pensing Systems is classified SECRET. The
AN/ALE-47 is a threat-adaptive dispensing
system that dispenses chaff, flares, and ex-
pendable jammers for self-protection against
airborne and ground-based Radio Frequency
(RF) and Infrared Threats. The AN/ALE-47
Programmer is classified CONFIDENTIAL.
The Operational Flight Program (OR) and
Mission Data Files (MDF) used in the AN/
ALE-47 are classified SECRET. Those soft-
ware programs contain algorithms used to
calculate the best defense against specific
threats.

13. The AN/ARC-210 Radio’s Line-of-sight
data transfer rates up to 80 k/s in a 25 kHz
channel creating high-speed communication
of critical situational awareness information
for increased mission effectiveness. Software
that is reprogrammable in the field via Mem-
ory Loader/Verifier Software making flexible
use for multiple missions. The AN/ARC-210
has embedded software with programmable
cryptography for secure communications.

14. The AN/APX-111 Combined Interro-
gator/Transponder (CIT) with the Conformal
Antenna System (CAS) is classified SE-
CRET. The CIT is a complete MARK-XII
identification system compatible with Iden-
tification Friend or Foe (IFF) Modes 1, 2, 3/
A, C and 4 (secure). A single slide-in module
that can be customized to the unique cryp-
tographic functions for a specific country
provides the systems secure mode capabili-
ties. As a transponder, the CIT is capable of
replying to interrogation modes 1, 2, 3/A, C
(altitude) and secure mode 4. The require-
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ment is to upgrade Canada’s Combined Inter-
rogator/Transponder (CIT) AN/APX-111 (V)
IFF system software to implement Mode Se-
lect (Mode S) capabilities. Beginning in early
2005, EUROCONTROL mandated the civil
community in Europe to transition to a
Mode S only system and for all aircraft to be
compliant by 2009. The Mode S Beacon Sys-
tem is a combined data link and Secondary
Surveillance Radar (SSR) system that was
standardized in 1985 by the International
Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO). Mode S
provides air surveillance using a data link
with a permanent unique aircraft address.
Selective Interrogation provides higher data
integrity, reduced Radio Frequency (RF) in-
terference levels, increased air traffic capac-
ity, and adds air-to-ground data link.

15. The AN/ALE-55 Towed Decoy improves
aircraft survivability by providing an en-
hanced, coordinated on-board/off-board coun-
termeasure response to enemy threats.

16. The Joint Mission Planning System
(JMPS) is classified SECRET. JMPS will
provide mission planning capability for sup-
port of military aviation operations. It will
also provide support for unit-level mission
planning for all phases of military flight op-
erations and have the capability to provide
necessary mission data for the aircrew.
JMPS will support the downloading of data
to electronics data transfer devices for trans-
fer to aircraft and weapon systems. A JMPS
for a specific aircraft type will consist of
basic planning tools called the Joint Mission
Planning Environment (JMPE) mated with a
Unique Planning Component (UPC) provided
by the aircraft program. In addition UPCs
will be required for specific weapons, com-
munication devices, and moving map dis-
plays. The JMPS will be tailored to the spe-
cific releasable configuration for the F/A-
18E/F Super Hornet.

17. AN/PYQ-10(C) is the next generation of
the currently fielded AN/CYZ-10 Data Trans-
fer Device (DTD). The AN/PYQ-10(C) provides
automated, secure and user-friendly methods
for managing and distributing cryptographic
key material, Signal Operating Instructions
(SOI), and Electronic Protection data. This
course introduces some of the basic compo-
nents and activities associated with the AN/
PYQ-10(C) in addition to hands-on training.
Learners will become familiar with the secu-
rity features of the Simple Key Loader
(SKL), practice the initial setup of the SKL,
and will receive and distribute electronic
keys using the SKL. Hardware is considered
CLASSIFIED.

18. Data Transfer TUnit (DTU) with
CRYPTO Type 1 and Ground Encryption De-
vice (GED). The DTU (MU-1164(C)/A) has an
embedded DAR-400ES. Both versions of the
DAR-400 are type 1 devices.

19. Accurate Navigation (ANAV) Global
Positioning System (GPS) also includes Key
loading Installation and Facility Charges.
The ANAV is a 24-channel SAASM based
pulse-per-second GPS receiver built for next
generation GPS technology.

20. KIV-78 Dual Channel Encryptor Mode 4/
Mode 5 Identification Friend or Foe (IFF)
Crypto applique includes aircraft installs
and initial spares, to ensure proper identi-
fication of aircraft during coalition efforts.
The KIV-T78 provides cryptographic and time-
of-day services for a Mark XITA (Mode 4 and
5) IFF Combined Interrogator/Transponder
(CIT), individual interrogator, and individual
transponder. Hardware is considered CLAS-
SIFIED.

21. High Speed Video Network (HSVN) Dig-
ital Video Recorder (HDVR) with CRYPTO
Type 1 and Ground Encryption Device (GED).
The HDVR has an embedded DAR-400EX and
the GED has an embedded DAR-400ES Both
versions of the DAR-400 are Type 1 devices.

22. If a technologically advanced adversary
obtains knowledge of the specific hardware
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and software elements, the information
could be used to develop countermeasures or
equivalent systems that might reduce weap-
on system effectiveness or be used in the de-
velopment of a system with similar or ad-
vanced capabilities.

23. A determination has been made that
the Government of Canada can provide sub-
stantially the same degree of protection for
the sensitive technology being released as
the U.S. Government. This sale is necessary
in furtherance of the U.S. foreign policy and
national security objectives outlined in the
Policy Justification.

24. All defense articles and services listed
in this transmittal are authorized for release
and export to the Government of Canada.

————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

TRIBUTE TO PETER WOLD

e Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President,
today I wish to celebrate the Boys and
Girls Clubs of Central Wyoming’s 2017
honoree, Peter Wold.

Since 1978, the Boys and Girls Clubs
of Central Wyoming has been working
to make a positive difference in the
lives of children. Their mission is to in-
spire all youth, especially those who
need them the most, to reach their full
potential and to be productive, respon-
sible, and caring citizens. Their activi-
ties provide the children in our com-
munity with a sense of competence,
usefulness, and belonging. The Boys
and Girls Clubs of Central Wyoming is
grateful for Peter’s contributions to
their critically important mission.

On September 20, 2017, the Boys and
Girls Clubs of Central Wyoming will be
hosting the 19th Annual Awards and
Recognition Breakfast. Every year at
this event, the Boys and Girls Clubs
honors a member of the community
who has made outstanding contribu-
tions to both their organization and
the city of Casper. It is a wonderful
celebration. Peter Wold is a perfect
honoree because of his commitment to
the youth across the State of Wyo-
ming.

Peter is a successful businessman,
philanthropist, and family man. He is a
native of Casper, WY. Peter attended
Colorado State University and earned a
bachelor of science degree in biological
science. He started his career at a
trout farm in Idaho and later became
one of the most influential landmen in
the State of Wyoming. Peter followed
in his father John Wold’s footsteps at
Wold Oil Properties, a family owned
and operated oil and gas company char-
acterized by consistency and western
values. Since 1993, he and his brother
Jack Wold have owned and managed
the company. Peter is currently the
President of Wold Energy Partners and
CEO of Wold Oil Properties.

Throughout his career, Peter gained
valuable experience and knowledge of
Wyoming industries, businesses, and
communities. Since 1979, he has been
managing member of Hole-in-the-Wall
Ranch. Peter was a representative on
the Bureau of Land Management’s Na-
tional Public Lands Advisory Council.
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Previously, Peter served as the chair-
man of the board of directors of the
Wyoming Enhanced Oil Recovery Com-
mission and a member of the board of
directors of the Independent Petroleum
Association of Rocky Mountain States.
He is an active member of the Wyo-
ming Association of Professional
Landmen and the American Associa-
tion of Professional Landmen. Peter
Wold also served on the corporate
boards of Arch Coal Corporations and
Oppenheimer Funds.

The Wold family has a proud tradi-
tion of public service and helping the
people of Wyoming. Peter represented
Natrona County in the Wyoming House
of Representatives from 1989 to 1992.
His passion to give back and sense of
duty to the people of Wyoming was in-
stilled in him by his father, John Wold.
John Wold served in the Wyoming
House of Representatives from 1957 to
1959 and the U.S. House of Representa-
tives from 1969 to 1971. He was the first
professional geologist in the U.S. Con-
gress. Peter’s son Matthew continued
the family tradition of public service
when he interned in my Washington,
DC, office during the summer of 2007.

Peter Wold continues to devote his
time, talents, and resources to help
promote programs that develop the
mental and physical well-being of
youth across Wyoming. In addition to
supporting the Boys and Girls Clubs,
Peter Wold is also a member of the
board of trustees for the YMCA of
Natrona County. He played an integral
role in getting a new facility to serve
the needs of the children, families, and
members of the Casper community.
Through his work with the Wold Foun-
dation, Peter supports numerous
projects and programs aimed at assist-
ing Wyoming youth, such as the
Natrona County School District His-
tory Day competition and the Little
Hands Casper arts education program.
His generosity to youth organizations
will ensure the future of Wyoming is
strong and vibrant.

Peter Wold and his family truly rep-
resent the strong Wyoming values of
hard work, generosity, and compassion.
Peter Wold and his wife, Marla, have
three children, Abbie Long and her
husband Steve, Matthew Wold and his
wife Katie, and Joe Wold and his wife
Chelsey, as well as four grandchildren,
Hayden, Harper, Ellie, and Annie. Cas-
per and Wyoming are a better place
thanks to the contributions of this ex-
ceptional family.

It is with great honor that I recog-
nize this outstanding member of our
Wyoming community. My wife, Bobbi,
joins me in extending our congratula-
tions to Peter Wold for receiving this
special award.e

———

TRIBUTE TO DR. DONALD F.
BOESCH
e Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I would
like to take this opportunity to thank
Dr. Donald F. Boesch, who is stepping
down as president of the University of
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Maryland Center for Environmental
Science, UMCES, a position he has held
for the past 27 years.

Since 1990, Dr. Boesch has led an in-
stitution with an excellent reputation
for Chesapeake Bay science to global
prominence in coastal watershed
science and its application, building
highly capable research facilities at
each of the UMCES’s four laboratories.
Since 2008, he has also served as vice
chancellor for environmental sustain-
ability for the University System of

Maryland.
During Dr. Boesch’s tenure, UMCES
went through remarkable trans-

formations. Research grants more than
tripled and significantly diversified
with multiple agency and private and
philanthropic sponsors. This allowed
UMCES scientists to expand their re-
search into new and emerging topics
critical to understanding Maryland’s
environment. He also initiated the In-
tegration and Application Network,
which is responsible for the annual ‘‘re-
port card” on the Chesapeake Bay, to
inspire and produce timely syntheses
on critical environmental issues and
identify practical and effective solu-
tions to the bay’s problems.

Thanks to Don’s unstinting passion
and dedication to environmental
issues, UMCES has had a profoundly
positive impact on improving the
health of Maryland’s environment,
playing a major role in the university’s
mission to enhance the quality of life
in Maryland and our region. UMCES
has become recognized as the State’s
foremost research authority on envi-
ronmental matters that are critical to
Maryland and the Nation, from enhanc-
ing the health of the Chesapeake Bay
to restoring our State’s oyster popu-
lation.

Don Boesch has been an extremely ef-
fective leader of people. He worked
with the University of Maryland Balti-
more County and the University of
Maryland, Baltimore to form a novel
research partnership, the Institute of
Marine and Environmental Tech-
nology, located on Baltimore’s Inner
Harbor. He spearheaded the effort to
design and construct the state-of-the-
art research vessel Rachel Carson to
help understand and monitor the
Chesapeake Bay and coastal Atlantic
Ocean. He led UMCES, a longtime part-
ner in graduate education and class-
room instruction with the University
of Maryland, to receive accreditation
to award joint graduate degrees in en-
vironmental science.

Don has been involved in research on
the Chesapeake Bay for more than 35
years, becoming one of the Nation’s
most widely recognized and respected
experts in applying science to public
policies for the protection, sustainable
use, and restoration of coastal eco-
systems. He has been an official adviser
to Federal agencies, the Chesapeake
Bay Program, and five Maryland Gov-
ernors. He is a member of the Gov-
ernor’s Chesapeake Bay Cabinet. He
has also served as chair of the Ocean
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Studies Board of the National Academy
of Sciences and member of the Na-
tional Academies Committee on Amer-
ica’s Climate Choices. In 2007, he won
the ‘“‘Award for Lifetime Leadership in
Ecosystem Restoration, National Con-
ference on Ecosystem Restoration.” In
2010, President Barack Obama ap-
pointed Don to the National Commis-
sion on the BP Deepwater Horizon Oil
Spill and Offshore Drilling. In 2015, he
earned the ‘‘Admiral of the Chesapeake
Award,” which was presented to him by
the Governor.

Don’s interest in coastal watershed
science probably came naturally; he
was born and raised in New Orleans,
and he received his B.S. in biology
from Tulane University in 1967. He
went on to earn a Ph.D. in oceanog-
raphy from the College of William &
Mary in 1971. He was awarded a Ful-
bright postdoctoral fellowship to study
in Australia and then spent 8 years on
the faculty at the Virginia Institute of
Marine Science. From 1980 to 1990, he
served as the first executive director of
the Louisiana Universities Marine Con-
sortium and worked as a professor of
Marine Science at Louisiana State
University. He returns to the gulf coast
frequently to lead task forces and sci-
entific panels on gulf ecosystem pro-
tection and restoration.

Dr. Donald F. Boesch has had an ex-
emplary career at the intersection of
science and public policy. He has been
incredibly helpful to me and the rest of
the Maryland congressional delegation;
we have all valued his wise counsel. I
am comforted by the fact that, while
Don is stepping down as president of
UMCES on September 17, he will join
the faculty and focus his energies on
completing several research publica-
tions. I ask my Senate colleagues to
join me in congratulating Don on this
milestone event and thanking him for
his extraordinary contributions to un-
derstanding and protecting our envi-
ronment.e

———

TRIBUTE TO FLORENCE NEMPHOS

e Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, today I
wish to recognize and extend my sin-
cerest congratulations and happy
birthday wishes to Florence Nemphos.
On August 17, 2017, Florence celebrated
her 100th birthday.

Florence Nemphos was born in
Saugus, MA, on August 17, 1917 to two
loving parents, Annie LeBrun and
Richard LeBlanc. Florence has been a
resident of Seabrook, NH, for the past
34 years. Florence is known as an out-
standing woman and a vital and active
member of her tightknit community.

For over 40 years, Florence has dedi-
cated part of every week to playing
bingo at the American Legion of
Seabrook and the Seabrook Fire Asso-
ciation with members of the Seabrook
community that she calls her bingo
buddies.

As Senator for New Hampshire, I
would like to honor Florence on the oc-
casion of her 100th birthday. I join with
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Florence’s friends and family, as well
as many, many people in her hometown
of Seabrook and across the Granite
State, in wishing her a very happy
100th birthday.e

———————

TRIBUTE TO CHASE GLAZIER

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I
recognize Chase Glazier, an intern in
my Washington, DC, office, for all of
the hard work he has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.

Chase is a graduate of Custer High
School in Custer, SD. Currently, he is
attending South Dakota State Univer-
sity in Brookings, SD, where he is ma-
joring in communications. Chase is a
dedicated worker who has been com-
mitted to getting the most out of his
experience.

I extend my sincere thanks and ap-
preciation to Chase Glazier for all of
the fine work he has done and wish him
continued success in the years to
come.e®

————

TRIBUTE TO KYLE MCKEE

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I
recognize Kyle McKee, an intern in my
Washington, DC, office, for all of the
hard work he has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.

Kyle is a graduate of Washington
High School in Sioux Falls, SD. Cur-
rently, he is attending the University
of Pennsylvania in Philadelphia, PA,
where he 1is majoring in political
science and chemistry. Kyle is a dedi-
cated worker who has been committed
to getting the most out of his experi-
ence.

I extend my sincere thanks and ap-
preciation to Kyle McKee for all of the
fine work he has done and wish him
continued success in the years to
come.®

————

TRIBUTE TO OLIVIA TORBERT

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I
recognize Olivia Torbert, an intern in
my Washington, DC, office, for all of
the hard work she has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.

Olivia is a graduate of Washington
High School in Sioux Falls, SD. Cur-
rently, she is attending Georgetown
University in Washington, DC, where
she is majoring in international rela-
tions. Olivia is a dedicated worker who
has been committed to getting the
most out of her experience.

I extend my sincere thanks and ap-
preciation to Olivia Torbert for all of
the fine work she has done and wish
her continued success in the years to
come.®

————

TRIBUTE TO DUSTIN WAHL

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I
recognize Dustin Wahl, an intern in my
Washington, DC, office, for all of the
hard work he has done for me, my
staff, and the State of South Dakota.
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Dustin is a graduate of Sioux Falls
Christian High School in Sioux Falls,
SD. Currently, he is attending Liberty
University in Lynchburg, VA, where he
is majoring in politics and policy.
Dustin is a dedicated worker who has
been committed to getting the most
out of his experience.

I extend my sincere thanks and ap-
preciation to Dustin Wahl for all of the
fine work he has done and wish him
continued success in the years to
come.®

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries.

——————

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

————

PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES

REPORT RELATIVE TO THE CON-
TINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
THE TERRORIST ATTACKS ON
THE UNITED STATES OF SEP-
TEMBER 11, 2001—PM 16

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days of the anniversary date of its dec-
laration, the President publishes in the
Federal Register and transmits to the
Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. Consistent
with this provision, I have sent to the
Federal Register the enclosed notice,
stating that the emergency declared in
Proclamation 7463 of September 14,
2001, ‘‘National Emergency by Reason
of Certain Terrorist Attacks,” is to
continue in effect beyond September
14, 20117.

The threat of terrorism that resulted
in the declaration of a national emer-
gency on September 14, 2001, continues.
The authorities that have been invoked
under that declaration of a national
emergency continue to be critical to
the ability of the Armed Forces of the
United States to perform essential mis-
sions in the United States and around
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the world to address the continuing
threat of terrorism. For these reasons,
I have determined that it is necessary
to continue in effect the national
emergency declared on September 14,
2001, in response to certain terrorist at-
tacks.
DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 11, 2017.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 2017, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on September 8,
2017, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the House has agreed to the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution, without
amendment:

S. Con. Res. 24. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a correction in the enrollment of
H.R. 601.

The message also announced that the
House has agreed to the amendment of
the Senate to the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate
to the bill (H.R. 601) to enhance the
transparency and accelerate the im-
pact of assistance provided under the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to pro-
mote quality basic education in devel-
oping countries, to better enable such
countries to achieve universal access
to quality basic education and im-
proved learning outcomes, to eliminate
duplication and waste, and for other
purposes.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 2017, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on September 8,
2017, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the Speaker had signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills:

S. 1616. An act to award the Congressional
Gold Medal to Bob Dole, in recognition for
his service to the nation as a soldier, legis-
lator, and statesman.

H.R. 601. An act making continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2018, and for other purposes.

H.R. 624. An act to restrict the inclusion of
social security account numbers on Federal
documents sent by mail, and for other pur-
poses.

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 2017, the en-
rolled bills were signed on September 8,
2017, during the adjournment of the
Senate, by the Vice President.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 4:46 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bill, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 3732. An act to amend section 1113 of
the Social Security Act to provide authority
for increased fiscal year 2017 and 2018 pay-
ments for temporary assistance to United
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States citizens returned from foreign coun-
tries.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, September 11, 2017, she
had presented to the President of the
United States the following enrolled
bill:

S. 1616. An act to award the Congressional
Gold Medal to Bob Dole, in recognition for
his service to the nation as a soldier, legis-
lator, and statesman.

————

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and
were referred or ordered to lie on the
table as indicated:

POM-82. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to de-
velop, implement, and enforce additional
safeguards, policies, and procedures that will
significantly enhance airport safety; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 1

Whereas, according to the United States
Department of Transportation’s Bureau of
Transportation Statistics, United States air-
lines and foreign airlines serving the United
States carried over eight hundred ninety-five
million passengers in 2015; and

Whereas, airports contribute significantly
to local, national, and global economies and
provide jobs and fuel trade for economic de-
velopment; and

Whereas, approximately forty percent of
all tourists travel by air, forty-five million
tons of freight are transported annually by
air, and fourteen million jobs around the
world are tied to air travel, which heavily
contribute to economic advancement; and

Whereas, there are over nineteen thousand
airports serving the United States with
seven commercial service airports located in
the state of Louisiana; and

Whereas, safety and security are of great
concern and are key influencing factors
when people select a mode of transportation
and a travel destination; and

Whereas, on a daily basis, the lives of
countless airline passengers are dependent
upon the implementation of safety regula-
tions adopted to protect the public interest
both in the air and at the airport; and

Whereas, while significant measures have
been taken to enhance airport and traveler
safety and security professionals are focused
on extensive security investments to protect
airports and civilians from threats, consider-
able vulnerabilities still remain; and

Whereas, public areas of an airport, such as
the baggage claim and ticket areas, remain
vulnerable because the focus of security is
primarily devoted to screening passengers to
keep flights safe; and

Whereas, the perceived weaknesses of an
airport can be transformed into potential
strengths with appropriate security solu-
tions; and

Whereas, as security systems become more
reliable, competitively priced, and advanced,
and there is better integration of products
from various equipment manufacturers, se-
curity challenges can be overcome with ef-
fective solutions; and

Whereas, in addition to detection and mon-
itoring of movement prior to accessing the
terminal of airports, perimeter security
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could be used to control, manage, and verify
a high volume of traffic at the initial point
of contact at an airport; Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to develop, implement, and enforce
additional safeguards, policies, and proce-
dures that will significantly enhance airport
safety; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-83. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to con-
tinue to provide appropriate and sufficient
funding for the National Sea Grant College
Program, including that for Louisiana Sea
Grant; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 66

Whereas, the National Sea Grant College
Program, a network of thirty-three sea grant
colleges and universities, was created in 1966
by the United States Congress in the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion within the United States Department of
Commerce; and

Whereas, the colleges and universities des-
ignated under the National Sea Grant Col-
lege Program were so designated because
they were involved in scientific research,
education, training, and extension projects
and programs that were aimed at preserva-
tion and practical development of coastal re-
sources, including those along the Atlantic
Ocean, the Pacific Ocean, the Gulf of Mexico,
and the Great Lakes; and

Whereas, the Act that created the National
Sea Grant College Program stated that the
program was to support education, research,
and extension by ‘‘Encouraging and devel-
oping programs consisting of instruction,
practical demonstrations, publications, and
otherwise, by sea grant colleges and other
suitable institutes, laboratories, and public
and private agencies through marine advi-
sory programs with the object of imparting
useful information to persons currently em-
ployed or interested in the various fields re-
lated to the development of marine re-
sources, the scientific community, and the
general public.”’; and

Whereas, in 1978, Louisiana Sea Grant, lo-
cated at Louisiana State University, was
designated as the thirteenth sea grant col-
lege and in its most recent program review
conducted by the National Sea Grant Office
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration was rated as ‘. . . exceeds ex-
pectations by a substantial margin in some
areas/aspects.”’; and

Whereas, Louisiana Sea Grant, similar to
the agricultural extension or ‘‘county agent’”’
program of the United States Department of
Agriculture, provides many educational and
support services to local coastal commu-
nities and businesses, including our state’s
commercial fishermen; and

Whereas, in 2015, Louisiana Sea Grant ac-
tivities in the state resulted in $17.7 million
in economic benefits, the establishment of
nearly one hundred twenty businesses, and
the educational experiences of nearly twen-
ty-nine thousand students in our elementary
and secondary schools; and

Whereas, Louisiana Sea Grant was also
able to assist twenty-four communities in
the development and implementation of sus-
tainable economic and environmental prac-
tices to the benefit of those communities and
their citizens; and
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Whereas, Louisiana Sea Grant has been a
part of the first response to many coastal
crises including hurricanes, floods, and even
the Deepwater Horizon oil disaster, and the
Louisiana Sea Grant has been an essential
part of the short-term and long-term recov-
ery from those disasters by local coastal
communities; and

Whereas, Louisiana Sea Grant annually
reaches more than twenty-five thousand of
our state’s Kkindergarten through twelfth
grade schoolchildren through professional
development for teachers and development of
student coastal stewardship activities and
has supported more than twelve hundred
graduate and undergraduate students in
their quest for applicable degrees and re-
search opportunities, furthering the mission
of Louisiana Sea Grant to impart ‘. . . use-
ful information to persons currently em-
ployed or interested in the various fields re-
lated to the development of marine re-
sources, the scientific community, and the
general public’’; and

Whereas, one of the programs slated to be
cut by $30 million in the Fiscal Year 2018
President’s budget request is the National
Sea Grant College Program with an addi-
tional Fiscal Year 2019 budget proposal that
would eliminate funding for the Sea Grant
program entirely; and

Whereas, the Fiscal Year 2018 proposed cut
would eliminate the remaining budget for
the National Sea Grant College Program this
year and, if adopted, would terminate the
National Sea Grant Office on the day such a
budget cut became effective; and

Whereas, Louisiana Sea Grant provides
vital services to the state of Louisiana and
its citizens through the scientific research,
education, training, and extension projects
and programs that are aimed at preservation
and practical development of coastal re-
sources and the loss of these services would
deal a devastating blow to communities al-
ready stressed due to the magnitude of
coastal loss and repeated natural disasters,
such as hurricanes and flooding: Therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to continue to provide appropriate
and sufficient funding for the National Sea
Grant College Program, including that for
Louisiana Sea Grant; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-84. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress
and the Louisiana Congressional Delegation
to take such actions as are necessary to rec-
tify the revenue sharing inequities between
coastal and interior energy producing states
and to ensure the dependability of such rev-
enue sharing, to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 101

Whereas, since 1920, interior states with
mineral production in the United States
have been privy to a revenue sharing agree-
ment with the federal government that al-
lowed those states to keep fifty percent of
the revenues generated in their states from
mineral production on federal lands within
their borders, including royalties, severance
taxes, and bonuses; and

Whereas, coastal states with onshore and
offshore o0il and gas production were not in-
cluded in that revenue sharing agreement
and therefore face inequities under the fed-
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eral energy policies because those coastal
states have not been party to this same level
of revenue sharing partnership with the fed-
eral government; and

Whereas, coastal energy producing states
have a limited partnership with the federal
government that allows them to retain very
little revenue generated from their offshore
energy production and transportation, and
activities associated with energy that are
produced and transported for use throughout
the nation; and

Whereas, in 2006 the United States Con-
gress passed the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act (GOMESA) from which the state of
Louisiana will begin receiving revenue shar-
ing payments from mineral production in the
Gulf of Mexico in 2017; an Act that calls for
a sharing of thirty-seven and five tenths per-
cent of coastal production revenues with
four gulf states with a cap of $500 million per
year; and

Whereas, according to the most recent
data from the United States Energy Informa-
tion Administration, Louisiana, including its
state waters, is the ninth largest producer of
oil in the United States while if offshore oil
production from federal waters is included, it
is the second largest oil producer in the
country; and from wells located within the
state boundaries including the state waters,
Louisiana is the fourth largest producer of
gas in the United States while if gas produc-
tion from federal offshore waters in the Gulf
of Mexico is included, it is the second largest
gas producer in the United States; and

Whereas, with eighteen operating refin-
eries in the state, Louisiana is second only
to Texas in both total number of refineries
and total refinery operating capacity, ac-
counting for nearly one-fifth of the nation’s
total refining capacity; and

Whereas, Louisiana contributes to the
United States Strategic Petroleum Reserve
with two facilities located in the state con-
sisting of twenty-nine caverns capable of
holding nearly three hundred million barrels
of crude oil; and

Whereas, with three onshore liquified nat-
ural gas (LNG) facilities and others already
permitted, more LNG facilities than any
other state in the country, and the Louisiana
Offshore Oil Port, the nation’s only deep-
water oil port, Louisiana plays an essential
role in the movement of natural gas from the
United States Gulf Coast region to markets
throughout the country; and

Whereas, it is apparent that Louisiana
plays an essential role in supplying the na-
tion with energy and it is vital to the secu-
rity of our nation’s energy supply, roles that
should be recognized and compensated at an
appropriate revenue sharing level; and

Whereas, the majority of the oil and gas
production from the Gulf of Mexico enters
the United States through coastal Louisiana
with all of the infrastructure necessary to
receive and transport such production, infra-
structure that has for many decades dam-
aged the coastal areas of Louisiana, an im-
pact that should be compensated through ap-
propriate revenue sharing with the federal
government; and

Whereas, because Louisiana is losing more
coastal wetlands than any other state in the
country, in 2006 the people of Liouisiana over-
whelmingly approved a constitutional
amendment dedicating revenues received
from Outer Continental Shelf oil and gas ac-
tivity through GOMESA to the Coastal Pro-
tection and Restoration Fund for the pur-
poses of coastal protection, including con-
servation, coastal restoration, hurricane pro-
tection, and infrastructure directly impacted
by coastal wetland losses; and

Whereas, the state of Louisiana has devel-
oped, through a science-based and stake-
holder-involved process, a ‘2017 Comprehen-
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sive Master Plan for a Sustainable Coast”
which identifies and prioritizes the most effi-
cient and effective projects in order to meet
the state’s critical coastal protection and
restoration needs and has received many ac-
colades from the country’s scientific commu-
nity; and

Whereas, the Coastal Protection and Res-
toration Authority is making great progress
implementing the projects in the ‘Com-
prehensive Master Plan for a Sustainable
Coast’” with all available funding, projects
that are essential to the protection of the in-
frastructure that is critical to the energy
needs of the United States; and

Whereas, the federal budget proposal re-
leased on May 23, 2017, recommends the com-
plete elimination of the revenue sharing pay-
ments under the GOMESA Act, in effect ne-
gating the long-fought-for agreement that
our congressional delegation along with the
delegations from the other Gulf of Mexico
states had entered into with the federal gov-
ernment to compensate those states for the
infrastructure demands and damages; and

Whereas, in order to properly compensate
the coastal states for the infrastructure de-
mands that result from production of energy
and fuels that heat and cool the nation’s
homes, offices, and businesses and fuel the
nation’s transportation needs, revenue shar-
ing for coastal states needs to at least be at
the same rate as interior states that produce
oil, gas, and coal. Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress and the Louisiana Congressional
Delegation to take such actions as are nec-
essary to treat oil and gas production in the
Gulf Coast states in a manner that is at least
equal to onshore oil, gas, and coal produc-
tion in interior states for revenue purposes;
and to rectify the revenue sharing inequities
between coastal and interior energy pro-
ducing states in order to address the nation-
ally significant crisis of wetland loss in the
state of Louisiana; and be it further

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress and the Louisiana Congressional
Delegation, along with the delegations from
the other Gulf of Mexico states, to ensure
that the agreement codified through the Gulf
of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA)
remains in place and that the Gulf Coast
states receive their anticipated revenue
sharing payments during Fiscal Year 2017-
2018 as outlined in the Act; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana Con-
gressional Delegation.

POM-85. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the State of California relative to a
New Five-year National Offshore Oil and Gas
Leasing Program on the Outer Continental
Shelf; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 51

Whereas, California’s iconic coastal and
marine waters are one of our state’s most
precious resources, and, as elected officials,
it is our duty to ensure the long-term viabil-
ity of California’s fish and wildlife resources,
and thriving fishing, tourism, and recreation
sectors; and

Whereas, Hundreds of millions of Cali-
fornia residents and visitors enjoy the
state’s ocean and coast for recreation, explo-
ration, and relaxation; and tourism and
recreation comprise the largest sector of the
state’s $445 billion ocean economy; and

Whereas, There have been no new offshore
oil and gas leases in California since the 1969
blowout of a well in federal waters; and
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Whereas, Beginning in 1921, and many
times since, the California Legislature has
enacted laws that withdrew certain offshore
areas from oil and gas leasing, and by 1989
the state’s offshore oil and gas leasing mora-
torium was in place; and

Whereas, In 1994, the California Legislature
made findings in Assembly Bill 2444, Chapter
970 of the Statutes of 1994, that offshore oil
and gas production in certain areas of state
waters poses an unacceptably high risk of
damage and disruption to the marine envi-
ronment; and

Whereas, In the same bill, the Legislature
created the California Coastal Sanctuary
Act, which included all of the state’s un-
leased waters subject to tidal influence and
prohibited new oil and gas leases in the sanc-
tuary, unless the President of the United
States has found a severe energy supply
interruption and has ordered distribution of
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the Gov-
ernor finds that the energy resources of the
sanctuary will contribute significantly to al-
leviating that interruption, and the Legisla-
ture subsequently amends Chapter 970 of the
Statutes of 1994 to allow that extraction; and

Whereas, Section 18 of the federal Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. Sec.
1331 et seq.) requires the preparation of a na-
tionwide offshore oil and gas leasing pro-
gram that sets a five-year schedule of lease
sales implemented by the Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management within the United
States Department of the Interior; and

Whereas, Consistent with the principles of
Section 18 and the resulting regionally tai-
lored leasing strategy, the current exclusion
of the Pacific Outer Continental Shelf from
new oil and gas development is consistent
with the longstanding interests of Pacific
coast states, as framed in the 2006 West
Coast Governors’ Agreement on Ocean
Health adopted by the Governors of Cali-
fornia, Washington, and Oregon; and

Whereas, In November 2016, the federal Bu-
reau of Ocean Energy Management released
a final 2017-2022 leasing program that con-
tinues the moratorium on oil and gas leasing
in the undeveloped areas of the Pacific Outer
Continental Shelf; and

Whereas, Governor Brown, in December
2016, requested that then President Obama
permanently withdraw California’s Outer
Continental Shelf from new oil and gas leas-
ing, and along with previous California Gov-
ernors, has united with the Governors of Or-
egon and Washington in an effort to commit
to developing robust renewable energy
sources to reduce our dependence on fossil
fuel and help us reach our carbon emission
goals; and

Whereas, The California Legislature has
led the nation with its landmark climate
change legislation, requiring ambitious
greenhouse gas emission reductions of a 40-
percent emissions reduction below 1990 levels
by 2030, and achieving a renewables portfolio
standard of 50 percent by 2030; California
must lead the nation in fostering the transi-
tion away from offshore fossil fuel produc-
tion to protect both our climate and oceans
from the damaging impacts of climate
change, which will affect all life on earth for
generations to come; and

Whereas, President Trump’s proposed five-
yvear National Offshore Oil and Gas Leasing
Program represents a renewed call for open-
ing offshore areas for drilling and for lifting
moratoriums on energy production in federal
areas, that could lead to more oil spills, in-
creased dependence on fossil fuel, and more
damaging impact from climate change; and

Whereas, The California Legislature con-
siders new oil and gas development offshore
of the Pacific coast to be a threat to the na-
tion’s economy and national security, and to
the state’s ambitious renewable energy
goals; and
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Whereas, The California Senate has pre-
viously adopted Senate Resolutions 35 and 44
in 2017, which support the current federal
prohibition on new o0il or gas drilling in fed-
eral waters offshore California, oppose at-
tempts to modify the prohibition, and defend
the United States’ National Marine Sanc-
tuaries; and

Whereas, Secretary of the Interior Ryan
Zinke took action on June 29, 2017, to open
up a 45-day public comment period for a new
five-year National Offshore Oil and Gas Leas-
ing Program on the Pacific coast’s Outer
Continental Shelf pursuant to President
Donald J. Trump’s Executive order on Amer-
ican energy that was issued on April 28, 2017;
and

Whereas, Despite the Trump administra-
tion’s assertion of support for the program
from state and local governments, the States
of Washington, Oregon, and California have
been consistently united in their opposition
to any new oil and gas activities off their
coasts, which has resulted in the exclusion of
the Pacific coast’s Outer Continental Shelf
from any National Outer Continental Shelf
Program since the 1989-1992 program; now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Cali-
fornia, That the Senate strongly urges the
President and the Congress of the United
States to permanently safeguard and protect
the Pacific coast’s Outer Continental Shelf
from new o0il and gas leasing, and declares
the Senate’s unequivocal support for the cur-
rent federal prohibition on new oil or gas
drilling in federal waters offshore of the Pa-
cific coast, its opposition to the proposed
five-year National Offshore Oil and Gas Leas-
ing Program on the Outer Continental Shelf
or any attempts to modify that prohibition,
and its determination to consider any appro-
priate actions to maintain the current prohi-
bition; and be it further

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
transmit a copy of this resolution to the Na-
tional Program Manager of the federal Bu-
reau of Ocean Energy Management as the
public comment of the Legislature in opposi-
tion to the proposed new five-year National
Offshore Oil and Gas Leasing Program on the
Outer Continental Shelf; and be it further

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
transmit copies of this resolution to the
President and the Vice President of the
United States, to the Governor of California,
to the Majority and Minority Leaders of the
United States Senate, to the Speaker and
the Minority Leader of the United States
House of Representatives, to each Senator
and Representative from California in the
Congress of the United States, to the Sec-
retary of the United States Department of
the Interior, to the Director of the federal
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, and to
each member of the California State Senate
and Assembly.

POM-86. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislative Assembly of the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico requesting the Comp-
troller General of the United States comply
with the provisions of Section 411 of Public
Law 114-187, known as the ‘‘Puerto Rico
Oversight, Management, and Economic Sta-
bility Act,” in order to conduct and submit
to the United States Congress an audit of the
public debt of the territory of Puerto Rico;
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

S. CoN. REs. 17
STATEMENT OF MOTIVES

The Government of Puerto Rico is under
the control of the ‘“Puerto Rico Oversight,
Management, and Economic Stability Act”
(PROMESA), passed on June 30, 2016. Said
federal statute provides for the creation of a
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Fiscal Oversight Board to assist the Govern-
ment of Puerto Rico in managing its public
finances and enable Puerto Rico to regain
access to capital markets.

During the floor debate on PROMESA, it
was made clear that the intent of said fed-
eral measure was to provide for the restruc-
turing of the debt without favoring any spe-
cific creditor. To achieve this, the aforemen-
tioned federal legislation requires trans-
parent audits along with annual fiscal and
budget plans, and the temporary stay of liti-
gations, to allow the Fiscal Oversight Board
a space for carrying out voluntary negotia-
tions. Thus, it was made clear that Puerto
Rico’s debt would be audited. In the words of
Congressman Ryan: ‘‘Congress and the Presi-
dent will appoint the members of this board.
It will audit Puerto Rico’s books and make
sure the restructuring is open and fair

In light of such reality and as part of said
processes and the approval of PROMESA,
Section 411 was incorporated, directing the
Comptroller General of the United States to
submit reports on the public debt of the ter-
ritory, that is, Puerto Rico, within a year of
enactment, and thereafter not less than once
every two years. Said report would include
the historical levels of public debt, current
amount and composition thereof, and future
projections of each territory’s public debt. It
should also include the historical levels of
each territory’s revenue, current amount
and composition of each territory’s revenue,
and future projections of each territory’s
revenue. Moreover, the report shall state the
drivers and composition of the public debt as
well as the ability of each territory to repay
its public debt. To fulfill said undertaking,
the Government of Puerto Rico would pro-
vide the Comptroller General with any infor-
mation necessary to carry out said statutory
task.

The approval of PROMESA and Section 411
invalidated the functions of the Commission
for the Comprehensive Audit of the Public
Credit (hereinafter, the Commission) created
under Act No. 97-2015, to set a fiscal and fi-
nancial restructuring process in motion in
order to audit the entire public debt of Puer-
to Rico. Consequently, the Commission’s
purpose became redundant, entailing super-
fluous public spending.

The objectives of the Commission were
considered even during the incorporation of
Section 411 to PROMESA. For such reason,
upon the enactment of said federal statute,
it was clearly stated in Section 413 that the
functions of the Commission would be inde-
pendent to those provided in PROMESA.
Furthermore, it was stated that “[ .. .]
this particular amendment does not override
the authority of the oversight board.”” There-
fore, given the fiscal situation facing the Is-
land, it would be contradictory to allocate
resources and efforts, when the provisions of
PROMESA require an audit conducted by the
Comptroller General of the United States.

Consequently, and in accordance with
PROMESA’s provisions, the Comptroller
General of the United States is entrusted
with the audit Puerto Rico’s debt, including
the historical levels, current amount and
composition thereof in the best interest of
the People of Puerto Rico. Thusly, we obtain
an independent and transparent evaluation
of accountability that may be free from col-
lateral attack and that may be effectively
used by the Fiscal Oversight Board in car-
rying out the task entrusted thereto under
PROMESA.

Be it Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of
Puerto Rico:

Section 1.—The Comptroller General of the
United States is hereby required to comply
with the provisions of Section 411 of Public
Law 114-187, known as the ‘‘Puerto Rico
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Oversight, Management, and Economic Sta-
bility Act,” in order to conduct and submit
to the U.S. Congress an audit of the public
debt of the territory of Puerto Rico.

Section 2.—A copy of this Concurrent Res-
olution, translated into English, shall be de-
livered to the President of the United States,
the leadership of the United States Congress,
the Resident Commissioner of Puerto Rico in
Washington D.C., and the media for its dis-
closure.

Section 3.—This Concurrent Resolution
shall take effect immediately after its ap-
proval.

POM-87. A resolution adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of New Jersey op-
posing the President of the United States’s
nomination for Administrator of the United
States Environmental Protection Agency,
and urging the United States Congress to op-
pose the nomination, to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION No. 211

Whereas, Created in the wake of elevated
concern about environmental pollution, the
United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) was established on December
2, 1970 to consolidate in one agency a variety
of federal research, monitoring, standard-
setting, and enforcement activities to ensure
protection of the environment and public
health; and

Whereas, With a stated mission to protect
the environment and human health, the
EPA, since its inception, has been working
for a cleaner, healthier environment for the
American people; and

Whereas, The EPA’s primary focus has al-
ways been, and should be, protecting resi-
dents of this country from threats to their
air, water, and health, not serving as an ad-
vocate for the interests of the very indus-
tries that it is charged with regulating; and

Whereas, President Trump nominated
Scott Pruitt, the attorney general of the oil
and natural gas-intensive state of Oklahoma,
to serve as Administrator of the EPA; and

Whereas, Mr. Pruitt has spent much of his
energy as attorney general fighting the very
agency he is being nominated to lead, and
according to a biography publicly available
on the website of the Oklahoma Office of the
Attorney General, Mr. Pruitt ‘“‘is a leading
advocate against the EPA’s activist agenda’’;
and

Whereas, As Oklahoma Attorney General,
Mr. Pruitt has engaged in lawsuits opposing
EPA’s policies aimed at protecting air qual-
ity and water quality, including being part
of the coalition of state attorney generals
suing the EPA over its Clean Power Plan,
which is aimed at reducing greenhouse gas
emissions from the electricity sector, its
regulations seeking to curtail emissions of
methane, a powerful greenhouse gas, from
the oil and natural gas sector, and its regula-
tion concerning the definition of “Waters of
the United States,”” which defines the rivers,
streams, lakes, and marshes that fall under
the protection of the EPA and the United
States Army Corps of Engineers; and

Whereas, According to numerous press re-
ports, President Trump has said ‘“‘For too
long, the Environmental Protection Agency
has spent taxpayer dollars on an out-of-con-
trol anti-energy agenda that has destroyed
millions of Jobs’’; and

Whereas, Strong environmental standards
that protect public health and the environ-
mental resources of this country are not con-
trary to a strong economy and the creation
of jobs; and

Whereas, The Sierra Club, the nation’s
largest environmental organization, released
the following statement about the nomina-
tion. ‘“‘Having Scott Pruitt in charge of the U
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S. Environmental Protection Agency is like
putting an arsonist in charge of fighting
fires He is a climate science denier who, as
Attorney General for the state of Oklahoma,
regularly conspired with the fossil fuel in-
dustry to attack EPA protections. Nothing
less than our children’s health is at stake

. and

Whereas, Instead of nominating a person
who seeks to promote the lobbying agenda of
special interests and believes that strong en-
vironmental protections are obstacles that
should be dismantled, the President should
nominate a person who is guided by science
and will work to ensure that residents of this
country have clean air to breathe, clean
water to drink, clean soils on which to live
and play, and jobs that do not endanger their
public health and safety; and

Whereas, In order to protect the health,
safety, and welfare of the country’s residents
and its natural resources, it is altogether fit-
ting and proper for this House to object to
the President’s nomination of Scott Pruitt
as Administrator of the United States Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State
of New Jersey:

1. This House strongly opposes President
Trump’s nomination of Scott Pruitt as Ad-
ministrator of the United States Environ-
mental Protection Agency and urges the
United States Congress to oppose this nomi-
nation,

2. Copies of this resolution, as filed with
the Secretary of State, shall be transmitted
by the Clerk of the General Assembly to the
President of the United States, the President
of the United States Senate, the Senate Ma-
jority Leader, the Senate Minority Leader,
the Speaker of the United States House of
Representatives, the Minority Leader of the
United States House of Representatives, and
each member of Congress elected from the
State of New Jersey.

POM-88. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to com-
plete the Comite River Diversion Canal
Project, and to take such actions as are nec-
essary to authorize the use of Hazard Mitiga-
tion Grant Program funds to complete the
construction of an authorized United States
Army Corps of Engineers project under the
current emergency rules and circumstances,
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION No. 97

Whereas, the flooding of August 2016 was
declared a state and national disaster result-
ing in the loss of life and destruction of prop-
erty; and

Whereas, the Comite River Diversion Canal
Project remains incomplete twenty-five
years after its authorization and if com-
pleted could have substantially reduced flood
stages by as much as five feet and mitigated
the devastation caused by the floods; and

Whereas, approximately $117 million of
local, state, and federal funding has been in-
vested in the project; and

Whereas, the state of Louisiana anticipates
receiving Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
funding from the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency as a result of the flood and
the national declaration of emergency; and

Whereas, the flood of 2016 has shown the
urgent need to complete the project as a
means to protect life and property in the fu-
ture as citizens impacted by the flood rebuild
their homes and lives: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
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essary to complete the Comite River Diver-
sion Canal Project; and be it further

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to authorize the use of Hazard Mitiga-
tion Grant Program funds to complete the
construction of an authorized United States
Army Corps of Engineers project under the
current emergency rules and circumstances;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-89. A resolution adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of New Jersey
urging the United States Senate not to enact
H.R. 1628, the ‘‘American Health Care Act of
2017, to the Committee on Finance.

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION NoO. 252

Whereas, the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act (ACA), which was signed
into law on March 23, 2010, established a
comprehensive series of health insurance re-
forms designed to make universal, quality,
affordable health coverage available to all
Americans while ending certain common
health insurance industry practices that lim-
ited access to coverage; and

Whereas, since its enactment, the ACA has
helped reduce the number of people without
health insurance through the use of tax sub-
sidies, coverage mandates, and expansions to
Medicaid. In New Jersey alone, an additional
480,000 people obtained coverage under the
Medicaid expansion, and the uninsured rate
in the State was reduced to 8.7 percent, rep-
resenting a 34 percent decrease in the unin-
sured population between 2013 and 2015: and

Whereas, on March 20, 2017, H.R.1628, the
American Health Care Act of 2017 (AHCA),
sometimes known as ‘“‘Trumpcare,”” was in-
troduced in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives. On May 4, 2017, the House voted
to pass the bill; and

Whereas, on March 23, 2017, the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office (CBO)
estimated that the AHCA would result in an
additional 24 million people being without
health insurance by 2026, as compared with
the uninsured rate under the ACA. Although
the House of Representatives amended the
bill prior to passage, the membership did not
wait for a new CBO score before holding a
vote, suggesting the House passed the bill
without the benefit of an impartial analysis
of its potential effects; and

Whereas, as passed by the House of Rep-
resentatives, the AHCA would eliminate
many of the provisions of the ACA that were
designed to expand access to health insur-
ance, including rolling back the Medicaid ex-
pansion; and

Whereas, in its current form, Trumpcare
would revise the way tax subsidies are struc-
tured and allow states to opt out of certain
ACA protections designed to prevent certain
industry practices that limited access to
health care for women and individuals with
preexisting conditions; and

Whereas, specifically, under the current
version of the AHCA, states would be allowed
to opt out of the requirement that all health
insurance policies include coverage for es-
sential health benefits, including emergency
services, habilitative and rehabilitative serv-
ices, inpatient care, outpatient care, mater-
nity and newborn care, mental health and
addiction treatment, lab tests, preventative
care, prescriptions, and pediatric services;
and

Whereas, before enactment of the ACA,
women who wanted coverage for maternity
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and newborn care were frequently charged
premiums and deductibles that nearly
matched the out of pocket costs for those
services. Experts predict that, in states that
opt out of the maternity and newborn care
coverage requirement, women will again be
charged significantly higher rates for this
coverage; and

Whereas, the nation is currently in the
midst of an opioid addiction epidemic that
has caused overdose and mortality rates to
skyrocket. Efforts to address and curtail
opioid addiction could be significantly ham-
pered in states that opt out of mandatory
coverage for mental health and addiction
treatment; and

Whereas, prior to enactment of the ACA,
insurers denied coverage to people with pre-
existing conditions or charged them signifi-
cantly higher premiums and deductibles; 35
states and the federal government created
high risk pools to attempt to provide cov-
erage to these individuals, however, the
pools were expensive to operate and required
significant governmental subsidies. Even
with the subsidies, the pools were generally
unable to provide coverage to everyone with
a preexisting condition, and many pools im-
plemented waiting lists, annual and lifetime
limits on coverage, high deductibles, and
waiting periods before coverage began; and

Whereas, in its current form, Trumpcare
would replace coverage protections for peo-
ple with preexisting conditions with the
same high risk pools that failed in the past.
According to an analysis published by
Avelere, the $23 billion included in the
Trumpcare plan to fund the pools would
cover approximately five percent of the 2.2
million people with preexisting conditions;
the Commonwealth Fund estimates that
high risk pools will require $178 billion in
funding each year to coves everyone with a
preexisting condition; and

Whereas, New Jersey Policy Perspective
predicts that rolling back the Medicaid ex-
pansion will eliminate coverage for 562,000
people in New Jersey, and permanent struc-
tural changes to Medicaid will jeopardize
coverage for an additional 1.8 million State
residents, including seniors, people with dis-
abilities, and children; and

Whereas, under the AHCA, it is estimated
that a total of 1.25 million New Jersey resi-
dents will be uninsured by 2020. This would
be an increase of 127,000 over the number of
uninsured people prior to the enactment of
the ACA, and includes 86,000 people who had
coverage under Medicaid prior to enactment
of the ACA, but are expected to lose coverage
because the State will not be able to replace
lost federal funding; and

Whereas, it would cost New Jersey an esti-
mated $8.8 billion over the next decade to
maintain Medicaid coverage at the expanded
levels, assuming there is no increase in en-
rollment; and

Whereas, according to New Jersey Policy
Perspective, caps on Medicaid spending
under Trumpcare will cost New Jersey $30
billion in federal funds and potentially result
in tens of thousands of lost jobs; and

Whereas, the AHCA is expected to increase
out-of-pocket health care costs by an aver-
age of $2,740 per year for each of the 250,000
New Jersey residents who purchase insur-
ance through the ACA marketplace; and

Whereas, although the AHCA would pro-
vide 2560 New Jersey millionaires with a fed-
eral tax break averaging $57,000 per year, it
is expected to increase federal taxes by 30
percent for middle and lower income New
Jerseyans; and

Whereas, the Center for American Progress
conservatively estimates that it will cost
$790 million per year to provide health cov-
erage for the 37,000 New Jerseyans with a
preexisting condition. Currently, the AHCA
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would allocate an average $353 million to
each state, leaving New Jersey with a $437
million funding gap, the 11th highest in the
nation; and

Whereas, numerous health care groups
have expressed opposition to the AHCA, in-
cluding the American Medical Association,
the American Hospital Association, the
American Academy of Family Physicians,
the National Alliance on Mental Illness, and
the American Diabetes Association; and

Whereas, an increase in the number of un-
insured individuals will likely increase costs
for hospitals, which are required to treat
anyone who presents at the emergency de-
partment, regardless of their coverage sta-
tus. In New Jersey, expanded Medicaid cov-
erage under the ACA resulted in $400 million
in cost savings from payments to hospitals
to offset the cost of caring for individuals
without insurance. These gains are likely to
be erased under Trumpcare to its current
form; and

Whereas, if enacted, the AHCA will elimi-
nate health security for millions of Ameri-
cans, particularly older adults, women, and
individuals with preexisting conditions. The
United States Senate has both the oppor-
tunity and the responsibility to stop this dis-
astrous legislation from becoming law; Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, by the General Assembly of the
State of New Jersey:

1. The General Assembly of New Jersey re-
spectfully urges the United States Senate
not to enact H.R. 1628, titled the American
Health Care Act of 2017.

2. Copies of this resolution, as filed with
the Secretary of State, shall be transmitted
by the Clerk of the General Assembly to the
President and Vice President of the United
States, the Majority and Minority Leaders of
the United States Senate, the Speaker and
Minority Leader of the United States House
of Representatives, and every member of the
Congress of the United States elected from
the State of New Jersey.

POM-90. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the Legislature of the
State of Texas urging the United States Con-
gress to support policies to increase the
operational efficiency, and thereby the envi-
ronmental performance, of existing electric-
generating units and to support the preser-
vation of a fuel-diverse electric generation
portfolio critical to our domestic economic,
energy, and national security; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

H.R. No. 1833

Whereas, Fossil fuels, including coal, nat-
ural gas, and oil, currently meet more than
three quarters of primary global energy de-
mand around the world and in the United
States; and

Whereas, According to the International
Energy Agency, under current energy and
environmental policies, fossil fuels will con-
tinue to play a role of this magnitude for the
next quarter century or more; even assuming
global adoption of policies consistent with
the IEA’s ‘“‘climate-stabilizing’’ 450 Scenario,
more than half of total worldwide and U.S.
energy demand would still be met by fossil
fuels in 2040; and

Whereas, The U.S. Department of Energy
has reported that ‘‘carbon capture, utiliza-
tion, and storage technologies provide a key
pathway to address the urgent U.S. and glob-
al need for affordable, secure, resilient, and
reliable sources of clean energy’’; environ-
mental advocates who recognize the value
and enduring role of fossil fuels as an essen-
tial source of energy have come to support
the accelerated development and broad de-
ployment of carbon capture technologies for
fossil fuels as part of a sustainable energy fu-
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ture; similarly, fossil energy advocates who
have recognized the role carbon capture can
play in creating new opportunities support
the development and deployment of carbon
capture technologies for fossil fuels; and

Whereas, The United States and Texas
have abundant supplies of fossil energy, the
production and use of which provide impor-
tant economic, energy, and national security
benefits to our nation and our state; Texas is
the nation’s largest producer of natural gas,
oil, lignite coal, and fossil fuels in total, and
it has the nation’s largest proved reserves of
both natural gas and oil, as well as the
ninth-largest recoverable reserves of coal; it
is the nation’s largest consumer of coal for
electricity generation and the largest con-
sumer of natural gas for both electricity gen-
eration and industrial use; 77 percent of the
electricity generated in Texas is produced
from the use of fossil fuels; and

Whereas, Reliable and affordable elec-
tricity is vital to economic growth and job
creation and to the well-being of all citizens;
according to the U.S. Department of Energy,
“A diverse portfolio of energy resources is
critical to U.S. energy and national policy
. . . being more robust and resilient in com-
parison to a system that is heavily depend-
ent on a limited set of energy resources . . .
[and] helps insulate the economy from cer-
tain risks, including price volatility and
risks from supply disruptions’’; and

Whereas, Texas is a leader in the research
and development of technologies that pro-
vide clean, safe, and reliable power genera-
tion, and it is committed to continued re-
search and development of carbon reduction
strategies for fossil fuels, including existing
and emerging CCUS technologies such as ge-
ological sequestration, mineral carbonation,
and the beneficial use of captured carbon di-
oxide; and

Whereas, In Texas, many academic, pri-
vate, and governmental initiatives and insti-
tutions are engaged in efforts to address the
environmental, health, and economic im-
pacts of energy production and use through
collaborations on applied CO2 research, prac-
tical applications, workforce development,
and public education; among them are the
Petra Nova Project at the W. A. Parish Elec-
tric Generating Station in Fort Bend Coun-
ty, the Texas Clean Energy Project in Ector
County, the NET Power project in Harris
County, the Energy and Environment Initia-
tive at Rice University, the Texas Carbon
Management Project, and the Gulf Coast
Carbon Center at The University of Texas at
Austin; and

Whereas, Legislation was introduced in the
114th U.S. Congress to enhance and extend
current federal tax incentives, under Section
45Q of the Internal Revenue Code, that sus-
tain and promote such collaborations and en-
courage private industry in energy genera-
tion, manufacturing, and agriculture to
adopt and deploy existing and emerging
technologies that increase carbon capture,
utilization, and storage; environmental and
energy advocates have come together in sup-
port of this legislation in a groundbreaking
coalition of environmental advocacy groups,
labor unions, and energy producers from the
coal, oil and gas, ethanol, and algae-biomass
industries; moreover, the legislation has re-
ceived strong bipartisan support in both the
United States Senate and the United States
House of Representatives; and

Whereas, Congress and the president are
also currently considering a large-scale fed-
eral infrastructure initiative to strengthen
our nation’s transportation, public works,
and energy infrastructure, which could also
serve as a vehicle for advancing ‘‘jobs-ready’’
carbon capture projects; the U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy has determined that ‘‘a com-
bination of tax incentives and research, de-
velopment, demonstration, and deployment
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(RDD&D) will be critical to developing
transformational carbon capture tech-
nologies and to driving down the costs of
capture’’; and

Whereas, The Lone Star State has long
been committed to a forward-looking energy
strategy that maximizes both environmental
quality and economic opportunity; Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the 856th Texas Legislature hereby re-
spectfully urge the Congress of the United
States to enact legislation to expand and ex-
tend the current federal tax credit for carbon
capture, utilization, and storage under Sec-
tion 45Q of the Internal Revenue Code; and,
be it further

Resolved, That the Texas House of Rep-
resentatives respectfully urge Congress to
provide appropriations to the U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy sufficient to achieve and sus-
tain a robust carbon capture research, devel-
opment, demonstration, and deployment pro-
gram and to support the inclusion of eco-
nomically and environmentally beneficial
carbon capture projects in any forthcoming
federal infrastructure initiative; and, be it
further

Resolved, That the Texas House of Rep-
resentatives respectfully urge Congress to
support policies to increase the operational
efficiency, and thereby the environmental
performance, of existing electric-generating
units and to support the preservation of a
fuel-diverse electric generation portfolio
critical to our domestic economic, energy,
and national security; and, be it further

Resolved, That the chief clerk forward offi-
cial copies of this resolution to the president
of the United States, to the president of the
Senate and the speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States Congress,
and to all the members of the Texas delega-
tion to Congress with the request that this
resolution be entered in the Congressional
Record as a memorial to the Congress of the
United States of America.

POM-91. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of California oppos-
ing cuts to and proposals to privatize Social
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid and calling
on California’s Representatives in the United
States Congress to vote against cuts and pro-
posals to privatize and to support legislation
to improve and expand these systems to
strengthen their protections, to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NoO. 8

Whereas, Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid are the foundation of the income
and health security of older Americans,
younger Americans with permanent and se-
vere disabilities, and American families,
whose economic circumstances preclude
them from purchasing health insurance in
the private market; and

Whereas, Social Security is our nation’s
most important source of retirement in-
come, providing more than half the income
of two-thirds of senior beneficiaries and vir-
tually all the income of one-third of them;
its most important source of disability in-
surance; and its most important life insur-
ance program; and

Whereas, Social Security and Medicare are
the foundations of income and health secu-
rity for older Californians and those with se-
vere work disabilities, providing monthly
cash benefits and health insurance to over
5.5 million residents, including almost 4 mil-
lion retired workers and over 700,000 disabled
workers; and

Whereas, Social Security is the single most
important source of life insurance for Cali-
fornia’s children, which currently provides a
virtually guaranteed income to over 350,000
children throughout our state; and
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Whereas, Social Security prevents more
than 1.9 million Californians from living in
poverty; and

Whereas, Social Security is even more im-
portant to rural Californians, one in 4 of
whom received benefits in 2014, than to met-
ropolitan Californians, one in 7 of whom re-
ceived benefits; and

Whereas, Social Security benefits annually
contribute over $80 billion to our state’s
economy; and

Whereas, Social Security provides benefits
to over 9 million veterans nationwide, which
is about 4 out of every 10 veterans; and

Whereas, Our nation is facing a retirement
income crisis as the result of the decline of
traditional pensions, the failure of 401(k) bal-
ances, and the stagnation or even decline in
many areas of home equity and earnings, all
of which have caused many workers to fear
that they will never be able to retire and
maintain their standard of living; and

Whereas, 47 percent of elderly Californians
are struggling just to make ends meet and
more than half of working Californians will
not have saved enough to be able to main-
tain their standard of living in retirement;
and

Whereas, Improving Social Security bene-
fits is a solution to the retirement crisis; as
well as to other serious problems such as ris-
ing income and wealth inequality; and

Whereas, Social Security’s funding is inde-
pendent of that of the rest of the federal gov-
ernment, and has never contributed to, and
by law can never contribute to, the federal
deficit; and

Whereas, Social Security in fact had a sur-
plus of $2.8 trillion at the end of 2015 that is
expected to grow to $2.9 trillion by 2020; and

Whereas, Social Security has sufficient re-
sources to meet all its obligations through
2034 and has dedicated revenues that would
meet three-quarters of promised benefits
thereafter; and

Whereas, Social Security’s funding short-
fall after 2034 is modest: about half the cost
of the Bush tax cuts of 2001 and 2003; and

Whereas, There are many policy options
available to Congress to close Social Secu-
rity’s long-term funding gap and to improve
its benefits, including eliminating or in-
creasing the cap on earnings subject to the
payroll tax, or gradually increasing the con-
tribution rate from 6.2 percent to 7.2 percent,
or subjecting investment income to Social
Security contributions, or treating contribu-
tions to all salary reduction plans like 401(k)
plans as covered earnings for Social Secu-
rity, or by dedicating revenues from progres-
sive taxes like the estate tax or a financial
transactions tax to pay part of the future
cost of Social Security; and

Whereas, According to a multigeneration
study conducted by the National Academy of
Social Insurance, 77 percent of Americans (69
percent of Republicans, 84 percent of Demo-
crats, and 76 percent of Independents) agree
that it is critical to preserve Social Security
for future generations even if it means in-
creasing taxes paid by working Americans,
and there is even greater multipartisan sup-
port (71 percent of Republicans, 92 percent of
Democrats, and 84 percent of Independents)
for preserving it by increasing taxes paid by
wealthier Americans; and

Whereas, Medicare has provided health
care in retirement since 1965 and in dis-
ability since 1972 to several generations of
American workers; and

Whereas, Medicare now covers over 5.6 mil-
lion Californians, providing over $50 billion
in benefits to California’s senior and disabled
beneficiaries in 2009 (22 percent of all health
spending in the state); and

Whereas, Medicare insures these people,
who represent the part of our population
with the highest health care costs, at a frac-
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tion of the administrative costs of private
health care plans; and

Whereas, Medicare has controlled its costs
of care better than private insurance plans;
and

Whereas, Other nations, which essentially
have Medicare for all of their citizens, are
able to provide high-quality health care at a
fraction of the cost and with better health
care outcomes; and

Whereas, Current proposals in Congress to
radically reduce Medicare to a ‘‘premium
support’ or ‘‘voucher’ program and to fur-
ther privatize the system would result in in-
creased health care insecurity and costs for
seniors and disabled beneficiaries and reduce
the ability of our government to contain our
nation’s overall health care expenditures,
which currently equal 17.8 percent of our
gross domestic product (GDP), by far the
highest relative cost of any industrialized
nation (the euro area’s costs are about 8 per-
cent); and

Whereas, Medicaid is our nation’s most im-
portant source of long-term care, as well as
vital insurance for our most vulnerable sen-
iors, children, and people with disabilities,
providing health coverage to over 74 million
people; and

Whereas, Medicaid provides health cov-
erage to over 12 million Californians whose
economic circumstances preclude them from
participating in the private health care in-
surance system, yet who need and deserve
medical treatment as much as any American
in better economic circumstances; and

Whereas, Current Congressional proposals
to limit federal Medicaid funding through
the use of block grants to the states threaten
to severely limit Medicaid’s ability to pro-
vide adequate health care coverage to the
most vulnerable among us; and

Whereas, Our Social Security, Medicare,
and Medicaid systems are fundamental to
protecting against risks to which all Califor-
nians are subject; and

Whereas, Our Social Security, Medicare,
and Medicaid systems give expression to
widely held values, including caring for our
families, our neighbors, and ourselves, per-
sonal responsibility, hard work, and personal
dignity; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of
the State of California, jointly, That the Legis-
lature opposes cuts to and proposals to pri-
vatize Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid and calls on our state’s Representatives
in Congress to vote against cuts and pro-
posals to privatize and to support legislation
to improve and expand these systems to
strengthen their protections; and be it fur-
ther

Resolved, That the Legislature calls on the
President of the United States to honor his
campaign promise not to cut these programs,
to veto any legislation to do so, and to work
with Congress to expand and improve these
programs; and be it further

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly transmit copies of this resolution to
the President and Vice President of the
United States, to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of
the Senate, and to each Senator and Rep-
resentative from California in the Congress
of the United States.

POM-92. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the Legislature of the
State of Texas urging the United States Con-
gress to recognize the importance of trade
between Texas and Mexico and foster inter-
national commerce, to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

H.R. No. 1025

Whereas, Trade between Texas and Mexico
plays a vital role in the economic prosperity
of the Lone Star State; and
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Whereas, Each year, Texas sends about 36
percent of the state’s total exports to Mex-
ico, and in 2015, exports to Mexico totaled
nearly $92.5 million; goods exported to Mex-
ico include computer and electronic prod-
ucts, petroleum and coal products, chemi-
cals, machinery, and transportation equip-
ment, all of which are produced by industries
that supply hundreds of thousands of jobs to
the Lone Star State; and

Whereas, Since the ratification of the
North American Free Trade Agreement in
1994, the export of U.S. goods to Mexico has
risen 325 percent, while imports into the
United States from Mexico have increased
458 percent; in 2012, Americans spent $277.5
billion for goods from Mexico, and Mexico is
America’s third-largest supplier of oil, after
Canada and Saudi Arabia; additionally, near-
1y half of the tomatoes and two-thirds of the
mangoes consumed in the United States
come from Mexico; and

Whereas, The importance of this trade to
Texas border cities, counties, and businesses
is very significant, and disruption to inter-
national commerce would be economically
damaging; and

Whereas, Mexico is the largest trading
partner of Texas and the third-largest of the
United States, and it is imperative that our
federal government take proactive steps to
strengthen ties with Mexico and build
bridges of economic opportunity that will
benefit Texas and the entire nation: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the 85th Texas Legislature hereby
urge the United states Congress to recognize
the importance of trade between Texas and
Mexico and foster intermational commerce;
and, be it further

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house
forward official copies of this resolution to
the president of the United States, to the
president of the Senate and the speaker of
the House of Representatives of the United
States Congress, and to all the members of
the Texas delegation to Congress with the
request that this resolution be entered in the
Congressional Record as a memorial to the
Congress of the United States of America.

POM-93. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the State of Florida op-
posing United Nations Security Council Res-
olution 2334 and requesting its repeal or fun-
damental alteration; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 281

Whereas, the United States has long sup-
ported a negotiated settlement leading to a
sustainable two-state solution with the
democratic, Jewish state of Israel and a de-
militarized, democratic Palestinian state
living side-by-side in peace and security, and

Whereas, since 1993, the United States has
facilitated direct, bilateral negotiations be-
tween both parties toward achieving a two-
state solution and ending all outstanding
claims, and

Whereas, it is the long-standing policy of
the United States that a peaceful resolution
to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict will only
come through direct, bilateral negotiations
between the two parties, and

Whereas, it was the long-standing position
of the United States to oppose and, if nec-
essary, veto United Nations Security Council
resolutions dictating additional binding pa-
rameters on the peace process, and

Whereas, it was also the long-standing po-
sition of the United States to oppose and, if
necessary, veto one-sided or anti-Israel
United Nations Security Council resolutions,
and

Whereas, the United States has stood in
the minority internationally over successive

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

administrations in defending Israel in inter-
national forums, including vetoing one-sided
resolutions in 1995, 1997, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004,
2006, and 2011 before the United Nations Se-
curity Council, and

Whereas, the United States recently signed
a new memorandum of understanding with
the Israeli government regarding security
assistance, consistent with long-standing
support for Israel among successive adminis-
trations and Congresses and representing an
important United States commitment to-
ward Israel’s qualitative military edge, and

Whereas, on November 29, 2016, the United
States House of Representatives unani-
mously passed House Concurrent Resolution
165, expressing and reaffirming long-standing
United States policy in support of a direct,
bilaterally negotiated settlement of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict and in opposition
to United Nations Security Council resolu-
tions that impose a solution to the conflict,
and

Whereas, on December 23, 2016, the United
States Permanent Representative to the
United Nations disregarded House Concur-
rent Resolution 165 and departed from long-
standing United States policy by abstaining
and permitting United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 to be adopted under
Chapter VI of the United Nations Charter,
and

Whereas, the United States’ abstention on
United Nations Security Council Resolution
2334 contradicts the Oslo Accords and its as-
sociated process that is predicated on resolv-
ing the Israeli-Palestinian conflict between
the parties through direct, bilateral negotia-
tions, and

Whereas, United States Security Council
Resolution 2334 claims that ‘‘the establish-
ment by Israel of settlements in the Pales-
tinian territory occupied since 1967, includ-
ing East Jerusalem, has no legal validity and
constitutes a flagrant violation under inter-
national law and a major obstacle to the
achievement of the two-State solution and a
just, lasting and comprehensive peace,” and

Whereas, by referring to the ‘4 June 1967
lines”” as the basis for negotiations, United
Nations Security Council Resolution 2334 ef-
fectively states that the Jewish Quarter of
the Old City of Jerusalem and the Western
Wall, Judaism’s holiest site, are ‘‘occupied
territory,” thereby equating these sites with
outposts in the West Bank that the Israeli
government has deemed illegal, and

Whereas, passage of United Nations Secu-
rity Council Resolution 2334 effectively le-
gitimizes efforts by the Palestinian Author-
ity to impose its own solution through inter-
national organizations and unjustified boy-
cotts or divestment campaigns against Israel
by calling ‘‘upon all States, bearing in mind
paragraph 1 of this resolution, to distin-
guish, in their relevant dealings, between the
territory of the State of Israel and the terri-
tories occupied since 1967:” and will require
the United States and Israel to take effective
action to counteract the resolution’s poten-
tial harmful impacts, and

Whereas, United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2334 did not directly call upon
Palestinian leadership to fulfill their obliga-
tions toward negotiations or mention that
part of the eventual Palestinian state is cur-
rently controlled by Hamas, a designated
terrorist organization, and

Whereas, United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2334 sought to impose or unduly
influence solutions to final-status issues and
is biased against Israel: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives of
the State of Florida, That the Florida House
of Representatives finds:

(1) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 undermined the
long-standing position of the United States
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to oppose and veto United Nations Security
Council resolutions that seek to impose solu-
tions to final-status issues or are one-sided
and anti-Israel, reversing decades of bipar-
tisan agreement.

(2) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 undermines the pros-
pect of Israelis and Palestinians resuming
productive, direct, bilateral negotiations.

(3) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 contributes to the
politically motivated acts of boycotting, di-
vesting from, and sanctioning Israel and rep-
resents a concerted effort to extract conces-
sions from Israel outside of direct, bilateral
negotiations between the Israelis and Pal-
estinians, which must be actively rejected.

(4) Any future measures taken by any or-
ganization, including the United Nations Se-
curity Council, to impose an agreement or
parameters for an agreement will set back
the peace process, harm the security of
Israel, contradict the enduring bipartisan
consensus on strengthening the United
States-Israel relationship, and weaken sup-
port for such organizations.

(5) A durable and sustainable peace agree-
ment between Israel and the Palestinians is
only possible with direct, bilateral negotia-
tions between the parties resulting in a Jew-
ish, democratic state living next to a demili-
tarized Palestinian state in peace and secu-
rity.

(6) The United States government should
work to facilitate serious, direct, uncondi-
tional negotiations between the parties to-
ward a sustainable peace agreement.

(7) The United States government should
oppose and veto future one-sided, anti-Israel
United Nations Security Council resolutions
that seek to impose solutions to final-status
issues.

That the Florida House of Representatives
opposes and requests the repeal or funda-
mental alteration of United Nations Secu-
rity Council Resolution 2334 so that the reso-
lution:

(1) Is no longer one-sided and anti-Israel.

(2) Authorizes all final-status issues to-
ward a two-state solution to be resolved
through direct, bilateral negotiations be-
tween the parties involved. Be it further

Resolved That copies of this resolution be
presented to the President of the United
States, the President and Secretary of the
United States Senate, the Speaker and Clerk
of the United States House of Representa-
tives, and the Israeli Embassy in Wash-
ington, D.C. for transmission to the proper
authorities of the State of Israel as a tan-
gible token of the sentiments expressed here-
in.

POM-94. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the State of Florida op-
posing United Nations Security Council Res-
olution 2334 and requesting its repeal or fun-
damental alteration; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 281

Whereas, the United States has long sup-
ported a negotiated settlement leading to a
sustainable two-state solution with the
democratic, Jewish state of Israel and a de-
militarized, democratic Palestinian state
living side-by-side in peace and security, and

Whereas, since 1993, the United States has
facilitated direct, bilateral negotiations be-
tween both parties toward achieving a two-
state solution and ending all outstanding
claims, and

Whereas, it is the long-standing policy of
the United States that a peaceful resolution
to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict will only
come through direct, bilateral negotiations
between the two parties, and

Whereas, it was the long-standing position
of the United States to oppose and, if nec-
essary, veto United Nations Security Council
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resolutions dictating additional binding pa-
rameters on the peace process, and

Whereas, it was also the long-standing po-
sition of the United States to oppose and, if
necessary, veto one-sided or anti-Israel
United Nations Security Council resolutions,
and

Whereas, the United States has stood in
the minority internationally over successive
administrations in defending Israel in inter-
national forums, including vetoing one-sided
resolutions in 1995, 1997, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004,
2006, and 2011 before the United Nations Se-
curity Council, and

Whereas, the United States recently signed
a new memorandum of understanding with
the Israeli government regarding security
assistance, consistent with long-standing
support for Israel among successive adminis-
trations and Congresses and representing an
important United States commitment to-
ward Israel’s qualitative military edge, and

Whereas, on November 29, 2016, the United
States House of Representatives unani-
mously passed House Concurrent Resolution
165, expressing and reaffirming long-standing
United States policy in support of a direct,
bilaterally negotiated settlement of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict and in opposition
to United Nations Security Council resolu-
tions that impose a solution to the conflict,
and

Whereas, on December 23, 2016, the United
States Permanent Representative to the
United Nations disregarded House Concur-
rent Resolution 165 and departed from long-
standing United States policy by abstaining
and permitting United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 to be adopted under
Chapter VI of the United Nations Charter,
and

Whereas, the United States’ abstention on
United Nations Security Council Resolution
2334 contradicts the Oslo Accords and its as-
sociated process that is predicated on resolv-
ing the Israeli-Palestinian conflict between
the parties through direct, bilateral negotia-
tions, and

Whereas, United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2334 claims that ‘‘the establish-
ment by Israel of settlements in the Pales-
tinian territory occupied since 1967, includ-
ing East Jerusalem, has no legal validity and
constitutes a flagrant violation under inter-
national law and a major obstacle to the
achievement of the two-State solution and a
just, lasting and comprehensive peace,” and

Whereas, by referring to the ‘4 June 1967
lines”” as the basis for negotiations, United
Nations Security Council Resolution 2334 ef-
fectively states that the Jewish Quarter of
the Old City of Jerusalem and the Western
Wall, Judaism’s holiest site, are ‘‘occupied
territory,” thereby equating these sites with
outposts in the West Bank that the Israeli
government has deemed illegal, and

Whereas, passage of United Nations Secu-
rity Council Resolution 2334 effectively le-
gitimizes efforts by the Palestinian Author-
ity to impose its own solution through inter-
national organizations and unjustified boy-
cotts or divestment campaigns against Israel
by calling ‘“‘upon all States, bearing in mind
paragraph 1 of this resolution, to distin-
guish, in their relevant dealings, between the
territory of the State of Israel and the terri-
tories occupied since 1967, and will require
the United States and Israel to take effective
action to counteract the resolution’s poten-
tial harmful impacts, and

Whereas, United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2334 did not directly call upon
Palestinian leadership to fulfill their obliga-
tions toward negotiations or mention that
part of the eventual Palestinian state is cur-
rently controlled by Hamas, a designated
terrorist organization, and

Whereas, United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2334 sought to impose or unduly
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influence solutions to final-status issues and
is biased against Israel; Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives of
the State of Florida:

That the Florida House of Representatives
finds:

(1) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 undermined the
long-standing position of the United States
to oppose and veto United Nations Security
Council resolutions that seek to impose solu-
tions to final-status issues or are one-sided
and anti-Israel, reversing decades of bipar-
tisan agreement.

(2) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 undermines the pros-
pect of Israelis and Palestinians resuming
productive, direct, bilateral negotiations.

(3) The passage of United Nations Security
Council Resolution 2334 contributes to the
politically motivated acts of boycotting, di-
vesting from, and sanctioning Israel and rep-
resents a concerted effort to extract conces-
sions from Israel outside of direct, bilateral
negotiations between the Israelis and Pal-
estinians, which must be actively rejected.

(4) Any future measures taken by any or-
ganization, including the United Nations Se-
curity Council, to impose an agreement or
parameters for an agreement will set back
the peace process, harm the security of
Israel, contradict the enduring bipartisan
consensus on strengthening the TUnited
States-Israel relationship, and weaken sup-
port for such organizations.

(5) A durable and sustainable peace agree-
ment between Israel and the Palestinians is
only possible with direct, bilateral negotia-
tions between the parties resulting in a Jew-
ish, democratic state living next to a demili-
tarized Palestinian state in peace and secu-
rity.

(6) The United States government should
work to facilitate serious, direct, uncondi-
tional negotiations between the parties to-
ward a sustainable peace agreement.

(7) The United States government should
oppose and veto future one-sided, anti-Israel
United Nations Security Council resolutions
that seek to impose solutions to final-status
issues.

That the Florida House of Representatives
opposes and requests the repeal or funda-
mental alteration of United Nations Secu-
rity Council Resolution 2334 so that the reso-
lution:

(1) Is no longer one-sided and anti-Israel.

(2) Authorizes all final-status issues to-
ward a two-state solution to be resolved
through direct, bilateral negotiations be-
tween the parties involved; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
presented to the President of the United
States, the President and Secretary of the
United States Senate, the Speaker and Clerk
of the United States House of Representa-
tives, and the Israeli Embassy in Wash-
ington, D.C., for transmission to the proper
authorities of the State of Israel as a tan-
gible token of the sentiments expressed here-
in.

POM-95. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the State of Louisiana
recognizing the Natchitoches Tribe of Lou-
isiana as an Indian tribe; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 227

Whereas, the Indian Removal Act of 1830
forced many Indians living east of the Mis-
sissippi River to sell their lands and move to
less fertile lands on a Western reservation
that would not be taken from them; and

Whereas, the five tribes most affected by
the Indian Removal Act of 1830 through the
loss of lives, homes, and land were the Chick-
asaw, Creek, Choctaw, Seminole, and Cher-
okee; and
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Whereas, the Indian Removal Act of 1830
caused Indians living in the South to embark
on what became known as the ‘“‘Trail of
Tears’ from 1830 to 1842; and

Whereas, as a result of the Indian Removal
Act of 1830, many small groups of the five
tribes escaped and crossed the Mississippi
River into Louisiana and settled near the
central and western part of Louisiana in the
present-day parishes of Rapides, Vernon,
Natchitoches, and Calcasieu, which was re-
ferred to as ‘‘No Man’s Land” or ‘“Rio
Hondo’’; and

Whereas, the Natchitoches Tribe of Lou-
isiana exists today, and the tribe has full
documentation of bloodlines of all tribal
members, as well as many documented
sources regarding the activities of the tribe;
and

Whereas, it is imperative that the state of
Louisiana recognize Indian tribes within its
borders, to support their tribal aspirations,
to preserve their cultural heritage and im-
prove their economic conditions, and to as-
sist them in the achievement of their just
rights: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the Legislature of Louisiana does
hereby recognize the Natchitoches Tribe of
Louisiana as an Indian tribe of the state; be
it further

Resolved, That the Congress of the United
States and the United States Bureau of In-
dian Affairs are hereby memorialized, re-
quested, and urged to take such steps as are
necessary to effect the formal recognition of
the Natchitoches Tribe of Louisiana as an
Indian tribe, and to acknowledge that the
rights of the Natchitoches Tribe of Louisiana
are no less than those of other Indian tribes
in the United States, and, accordingly, to
take such executive or congressional action
as may be appropriate; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this Resolution be
transmitted to the president of the United
States, the presiding officers of the Senate
and the House of Representatives of the Con-
gress of the United States, each member of
the Louisiana congressional delegation, and
the director of the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
United States Department of the Interior.

POM-96. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of New Mexico re-
scinding three previous applications to the
United States Congress to call a convention
to propose amendments to the United States
Constitution; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 10

Whereas, Article 5 of the United States
constitution reads in part as follows: ‘‘the
Congress . . . on the Application of the Leg-
islatures and two thirds of the several
States, shall call a Convention for proposing
Amendments, which, in either Case, shall be
valid to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of
this Constitution, when ratified by the Leg-
islatures of three fourths of the several
States’’; and

Whereas, in 1951, the legislature of New
Mexico passed House Joint Resolution Num-
ber 12 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose specified amendments to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1965, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution Num-
ber 2 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose a specified amendment to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1976, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution 1 to
make an application to the United States
congress to call a convention to propose a
specified amendment to the United States
constitution; Now, therefore, be it
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Resolved, By the Legislature of the State of
New Mexico that House Joint Resolution
Number 12, passed in the first session of the
twentieth legislature of the state of New
Mexico, Senate Joint Resolution Number 2,
passed in the first session of the twenty-sev-
enth legislature of the state of New Mexico,
and Senate Joint Resolution 1, passed in the
second session of the thirty-second legisla-
ture of the state of New Mexico, be re-
scinded; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted, within thirty days of its pas-
sage, to the speaker of the United States
house of representatives, the clerk of the
United States house of representatives, the
president of the United States senate, the
secretary of the United States senate and
the members of the New Mexico congres-
sional delegation; and be it further

Resolved, That a request be hereby made
that the official journals and record of the
senate and the house of representatives of
the United States congress include the reso-
lution or a notice of its receipt.

POM-97. A resolution adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of New Jersey
condemning the TUnited States Executive
Order concerning immigration and the firing
of the Acting Attorney General, and sup-
porting legal action by other states against
the immigration ban; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION NoO. 138

Whereas, President Donald Trump signed
an Executive Order on January 27, 2017 selec-
tively banning entry of immigrants and non-
immigrants from seven Muslim-majority
countries: Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan,
Syria, and Yemen for 90 days; suspending ref-
ugee admission for 120 days; and barring all
Syrian refugees from entering the United
States indefinitely; and

Whereas, the ban reportedly has resulted
in individuals with legal resident status and
valid visas being denied entry into the
United States, many of whom have been
trapped overseas and separated from their
families; and

Whereas, those reportedly denied entry in-
clude children, students and professors of
United States institutions of higher edu-
cation, employees of United States corpora-
tions, and Iraqis who have worked with the
United States military against militant ex-
tremist groups in their own country; and

Whereas, the states of Washington and
Minnesota have challenged the ban in federal
court on the grounds that it violates the
equal protection, establishment, and due
process clauses of the United States Con-
stitution and the federal Immigration and
Nationality Act of 1965; and

Whereas, Judge Robart of the Federal Dis-
trict Court in Seattle, Washington issued a
temporary nationwide restraining order
halting the President’s Executive Order; and

Whereas, President Trump’s reaction was
to immediately ridicule the Judge referring
to him as a ‘‘so-called Judge’’; and

Whereas, the President’s action disrespects
the separation of powers which forms the
basis of our government; and

Whereas, more than 15 Attorneys General
have filed an amicus brief supporting the
court’s temporary stay against the Execu-
tive Order; and

Whereas, nearly 100 United States corpora-
tions have filed an amicus brief opposing the
President’s immigration ban, arguing that
American workers and the economy will suf-
fer; and

Whereas, the President of the United
States fired the Acting Attorney General of
the United States for refusing to defend the
Executive Order, as she was not convinced
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the Executive Order was lawful, and as such,
not consistent with her responsibility to up-
hold the laws of the United States; and

Whereas, firing the Acting Attorney Gen-
eral for upholding her oath of office sends a
negative message to top-level federal Execu-
tive Branch employees, likely having a
chilling effect on their willingness to speak
truth to power and uphold their responsibil-
ities; and

Whereas, the immigration ban is arbi-
trarily directed at those adhering to one spe-
cific religion, violating one of the United
States Constitution’s most fundamental te-
nets, the freedom of religion; and

Whereas, the United States has always
been a nation that welcomes and protects
those seeking to practice their religious be-
liefs without fear of government interference
or persecution; and

Whereas, the United States is a nation of
immigrants, built by those seeking a better
life for themselves, their families, and gen-
erations to follow; and

Whereas, the State of New Jersey, home to
Ellis Island, celebrates the diversity of our
residents and takes pride in the contribu-
tions made to our great State by immi-
grants, past and present, who came to our
shores ‘‘yearning to breathe free’’; and

Whereas, a brief has been filed by former
Central Intelligence Agency and Department
of State officials countering the President’s
national security arguments, claiming the
ban ‘‘could do long-term damage to our na-
tional security and foreign policy interests,
endangering U.S. troops in the field and dis-
rupting counterterrorism and national secu-
rity partnerships. It will aid ISIL’s propa-
ganda effort and serve its recruitment mes-
sage by feeding into the narrative that the
United States is at war with Islam. It will
hinder relationships with the very commu-
nities that law enforcement professionals
need to address the threat’’; and

Whereas, approximately 900 United States
Department of State diplomats have signed a
dissent memo opposing the President’s ban
as it ‘‘stands in opposition to the core Amer-
ican and constitutional values that we, as
federal employees, took an oath to uphold’;
and

Whereas, the memo cautions that the ban
“will immediately sour relations’ with gov-
ernments that are ‘‘important allies and
partners in the fight against terrorism, re-
gionally and globally’’; and

Whereas, in addition to the ban being ill-
conceived and mean-spirited, the processes
associated with the ban were mismanaged,
including the reported failure to allow for
legal review by the Department of Homeland
Security; and

Whereas, the mismanagement extended to
the implementation of the ban which re-
sulted, in part, in individuals being detained
in airports across the country and, despite
an order to do so by a New York District
Judge, the federal government has yet to
produce a list of these individuals; now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, By the General Assembly of the
State of New Jersey:

1. This House condemns the Executive
Order signed by President Trump suspending
immigration for 90 days from seven Muslim-
majority countries; suspending all refugee
admissions into the United States for 120
days; and indefinitely barring all Syrian ref-
ugees from entering the United States.

2. This House condemns the firing of the
Acting Attorney General for refusing to en-
force the ban which she deemed unlawful.

3. This House extends its support to the
states of Washington and Minnesota in their
legal fight against the President’s immigra-
tion ban.

4. This House urges the New Jersey Attor-
ney General to join his fellow Attorneys
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General in their amicus brief supporting a
federal district court’s stay of the ban.

5. Copies of this resolution, as filed with
the Secretary of State, shall be transmitted
by the Clerk of the General Assembly to the
President and Vice President of the United
States, the Majority and Minority Leader of
the United States Senate, the Speaker and
Minority Leader of the United States House
of Representatives, every member of Con-
gress elected from New Jersey, and the New
Jersey Attorney General.

POM-98. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
urging the United States Congress to reau-
thorize the Rohrabacher-Farr amendment to
prevent the United States Department of
Justice from spending funds to interfere with
the implementation of state medical mari-
juana laws; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 36

Whereas, The Rohrabacher-Farr amend-
ment prevents the United States Department
of Justice from spending funds to interfere
with the implementation of state medical
marijuana laws; and

Whereas, The Rohrabacher-Farr amend-
ment does not change the status of mari-
juana with respect to Federal law; and

Whereas, The Rohrabacher-Farr amend-
ment states, ‘‘None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Department of Justice
may be used, with respect to any of the
States of Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware,
Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North
Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah,
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and Wis-
consin, or with respect to either the District
of Columbia as Guam, to prevent any of
them from implementing their own laws that
authorize the use, distribution, possession,
or cultivation of medical marijuana’’; and

Whereas, On December 16, 2014, the Rohr-
abacher-Farr amendment was initially
signed into Federal law as part of an omni-
bus spending bill; and

Whereas, On December 18, 2015, the Rohr-
abacher-Farr amendment was reauthorized
as part of the fiscal year 2016 Federal omni-
bus appropriations bill; and

Whereas, In September 2016, the Rohr-
abacher-Farr amendment was reauthorized
again as a part of a short-term spending bill;
and

Whereas, The Rohrabacher-Farr amend-
ment must be reauthorized each fiscal year
in order to remain in effect; and

Whereas, The Rohrabacher-Farr amend-
ment expires on April 28, 2017; therefore be it

Resolved, That the Senate of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania urge the Congress of
the United States to reauthorize the Rohr-
abacher-Farr amendment to prevent the
United States Department of Justice from
spending funds to interfere with the imple-
mentation of state medical marijuana laws;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
sent to the President of the United States,
the presiding officers of each house of Con-
gress and to each member of Congress from
Pennsylvania.

POM-99. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of New Mexico re-
scinding three previous applications to the
United States Congress to call a convention
to propose amendments to the United States
Constitution, to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.
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HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 10

Whereas, Article 5 of the United States
constitution reads in part as follows: ‘‘the
Congress . . . on the Application of the Leg-
islatures of two thirds of the several States,
shall call a Convention for proposing Amend-
ments, which, in either Case, shall be valid
to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of this
Constitution, when ratified by the Legisla-
tures of three fourths of the several States’’;
and

Whereas, in 1951, the legislature of New
Mexico passed House Joint Resolution Num-
ber 12 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose specified amendments to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1965, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution Num-
ber 2 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose a specified amendment to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1976, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution 1 to
make an application to the United States
congress to call a convention to propose a
specified amendment to the United States
constitution: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the legislature of the State of New
Mezxico That House Joint Resolution Number
12, passed in the first session of the twen-
tieth legislature of the state of New Mexico,
Senate Joint Resolution Number 2, passed in
the first session of the twenty-seventh legis-
lature of the state of New Mexico, and Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 1, passed in the second
session of the thirty-second legislature of
the state of New Mexico, be rescinded; and be
it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted, within thirty days of its pas-
sage, to the speaker of the United States
house of representatives, the clerk of the
United States house of representatives, the
president of the United States senate, the
secretary of the United States senate and
the members of the New Mexico congres-
sional delegation; and be it further

Resolved, That a request be hereby made
that the official journals and record of the
senate and the house of representatives of
the United States congress include the reso-
lution or a notice of its receipt.

POM-100. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of New Mexico re-
scinding three previous applications to the
United States Congress to call a convention
to propose amendments to the United States
Constitution; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 10

Whereas, Article 5 of the United States
constitution reads in part as follows: ‘‘the
Congress . . . on the Application of the Legis-
latures of two thirds of the several States,
shall call a Convention for proposing Amend-
ments, which, in either Case, shall be valid
to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of this
Constitution, when ratified by the Legisla-
tures of three fourths of the several States’’;
and

Whereas, in 1951, the legislature of New
Mexico passed House Joint Resolution Num-
ber 12 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose specified amendments to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1965, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution Num-
ber 2 to make an application to the United
States congress to call a convention to pro-
pose a specified amendment to the United
States constitution; and

Whereas, in 1976, the legislature of New
Mexico passed Senate Joint Resolution 1 to
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make an application to the United States
congress to call a convention to propose a
specified amendment to the United States
constitution; Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of
New Mexico that House Joint Resolution
Number 12, passed in the first session of the
twentieth legislature of the state of New
Mexico, Senate Joint Resolution Number 2,
passed in the first session of the twenty-sev-
enth legislature of the state of New Mexico,
and Senate Joint Resolution 1, passed in the
second session of the thirty-second legisla-
ture of the state of New Mexico, be re-
scinded; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted, within thirty days of its pas-
sage, to the speaker of the United States
house of representatives, the clerk of the
United States house of representatives, the
president of the United States senate, the
secretary of the United States senate and
the members of the New Mexico congres-
sional delegation; and be it further

Resolved, That a request be hereby made
that the official journals and record of the
senate and the house of representatives of
the United States congress include the reso-
lution or a notice of its receipt.

POM-101. A resolution adopted by the
House of Representatives of the State of
Louisiana memorializing the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to investigate the current condition
of economic development in the State of
Louisiana concerning the Revitalizing Auto
Communities Environmental Response
Trust’s fulfillment of fiduciary duties re-
garding the former General Motors Shreve-
port plant and operations; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

A RESOLUTION

To memorialize the United States Congress
to take such actions as are necessary to in-
vestigate the current condition of economic
development in the state of Louisiana con-
cerning the Revitalizing Auto Communities
Environmental Response Trust’s (hereinafter
“RACER Trust”) fulfillment of fiduciary du-
ties regarding the former General Motors
Shreveport plant (hereinafter ‘‘GM-Shreve-
port plant’’) and operations.

Whereas, perpetual declining sales and em-
ployment loss led to the 2009 bankruptcy of
the General Motors Corporation, and by 2012,
a complete cessation of automobile manufac-
turing at the former GM-Shreveport plant,
which for more than thirty years was a gen-
erator of jobs and economic opportunity in
the state of Louisiana; and

Whereas, the bankruptcy of General Mo-
tors was not an ordinary business bank-
ruptcy; rather, it was orderly and structured
in a way to facilitate General Motors’ ability
to be absolved of certain environmental and
tax liabilities; and

Whereas, this included a cash infusion
from the federal government to the benefit
of General Motors, and General Motors’ con-
sideration for the properties left behind to be
leveraged in the public’s general and equi-
table interests, with such interests defined
and directed toward the replacement of lost
jobs; and

Whereas, according to a Report to Congres-
sional Committees issued by the United
States Government Accountability Office,
the Department of the Treasury (Treasury)
“‘provided unprecedented support to two of
the nation’s three largest auto manufactur-
ers—General Motors and Chrysler—after de-
teriorating economic conditions resulted in
a dramatic decline in auto sales and signifi-
cant financial losses to these companies’’;
and

Whereas, ‘‘through the Automotive Indus-
try Financing Program (AIFP) under the
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Troubled Asset Relief Program (TARP),
Treasury committed $62 billion to help GM
and Chrysler continue operating while re-
structuring into more viable companies’’;
and

Whereas, the website of the RACER Trust
explains that after the bankruptcy of Gen-
eral Motors, ‘‘the RACER Trust was created
in March 2011 by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court”’
and equipped with ‘‘nearly $500 mil-
lion...received at the time of the Trust’s es-
tablishment” to ‘‘clean up and position for
redevelopment the properties and other fa-
cilities owned by the former General Motors
Corporation’; and

Whereas, such properties and facilities to
be included for clean up and revitalization
necessarily include the former GM-Shreve-
port plant; and

Whereas, during February 2013, the RACER
Trust and Elio Motors entered into a Pur-
chase and Sale Agreement whereby Elio Mo-
tors was expected to acquire from the
RACER Trust all of the property, both mov-
able and immovable property, relative to the
former GM-Shreveport plant; however, Elio
Motors purchased only the movable property
and as such, entered into a Security Agree-
ment with the RACER Trust in the amount
of twenty-three million dollars to acquire
the movable property; and

Whereas, circumstances changed regarding
the sale of all of the former GM-Shreveport
plant to Elio Motors; instead, the immovable
property of the plant was purchased by the
Caddo Parish Industrial Development Board;
and

Whereas, at the request of the Caddo Par-
ish Industrial Development Board, a parent
company known as Industrial Realty Group
first purchased the immovable property of
the former GM-Shreveport plant and imme-
diately resold this same property to the
Caddo Parish Industrial Development Board;
and

Whereas, the Caddo Parish Industrial De-
velopment Board then leased the immovable
property back to Industrial Realty Group;
and

Whereas, as the lessee and property man-
ager of the former GM-Shreveport plant, In-
dustrial Realty Group next subleased a por-
tion of the plant to Elio Motors; and

Whereas, Elio Motors assumed the plant as
a sublessee during the latter part of 2013 and
was expected to manufacture automobiles,
stimulate economic growth, and create ap-
proximately one thousand five hundred jobs
by the end of 2015; and

Whereas, since 2013 and currently, Elio Mo-
tors is not engaged in automobile manufac-
turing at the former GM-Shreveport plant,
and as a result, related economic develop-
ment and stimulated growth in this state
have not materialized as projected and de-
sired; and

Whereas, with the present and future state
of the former GM-Shreveport plant subject
to the direction and actions of Industrial Re-
alty Group and Elio Motors, the House Com-
mittee on Commerce was interested to hear
the testimony of certain stakeholders to
identify and expound upon the cir-
cumstances, challenges, and barriers sur-
rounding automobile manufacturing and the
anticipated accompanying job growth; and

Whereas, pursuant to House Resolution No.
37 of the 2016 Second Extraordinary Session,
the House Committee on Commerce met in
Shreveport, Louisiana, on October 26, 2016, to
do all of the following:

(1) Study the state of the automotive man-
ufacturing industry in the state of Louisiana
since the onset of the most recent worldwide
economic turndown that began in 2008.

(2) Investigate and report on the activities
of the RACER Trust in the state of Lou-
isiana.
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(3) Tour and assess the current condition
and circumstances of any Louisiana based
properties either currently or previously
under the control and supervision of the
RACER Trust in the state of Louisiana.

(4) Take testimony from local, regional,
and state officials and economic develop-
ment stakeholders regarding barriers and ob-
stacles impacting the ability to effectively
market facilities either currently or pre-
viously under the control of the RACER
Trust; and

Whereas, though representatives were
present to testify, the representatives were
not parties to nor directly privy to the proc-
ess of negotiations between the RACER
Trust, Industrial Realty Group, the Depart-
ment of Economic Development, the Caddo
Parish Commission, and the Caddo Parish In-
dustrial Development Board; and

Whereas, the RACER Trust’s commitment
of the former GM-Shreveport plant to Indus-
trial Realty Group and Elio Motors is a mat-
ter of vital concern regarding the economic
development in this state, not solely due to
the lack of automobile manufacturing on be-
half of Elio Motors, but because prior to this
divestment, in a letter dated November 14,
2013, the Department of Economic Develop-
ment and the North Louisiana Economic
Partnership expressed concern to the RACER
Trust regarding the transaction; and

Whereas, despite the value of the assets en-
compassed within the former GM-Shreveport
plant, the RACER Trust is believed to have
provided the Caddo Parish Commission with
only the following two options in consider-
ation for the eventual fate of the former GM-
Shreveport plant:

(1) Committal of the former GM-Shreve-
port plant to Industrial Realty Group.

(2) Complete demolition of the plant; and

Whereas, it is a matter of state interest
and concern that the prospect of the former
GM-Shreveport plant’s demise may have ac-
tually been a false threat used as a catalyst
to urge the Caddo Parish Commission and
other local and state economic development
officials to support and commit the former
GM-Shreveport plant into the contractual
care of Industrial Realty Group and Elio Mo-
tors; and

Whereas, the assets of the former GM-
Shreveport plant possess great potential to
be a source of real opportunity for economic
growth and job creation in Louisiana, but al-
though publicly owned, no provisions or
mechanisms for federal or local oversight are
in place to rectify this agreement made in
furtherance of the state’s economic develop-
ment that has not materialized to provide an
economic benefit to this state; and

Whereas, in light of the dire circumstances
surrounding the former GM-Shreveport
plant, the state is compelled, and requests
the United States Congress in its constitu-
tional power, to investigate the process of
negotiations which resulted in Industrial Re-
alty Group’s and Elio Motors’ attainment of
the former GM-Shreveport plant, per the rec-
ommendation of the federally -created
RACER Trust: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the Legislature of Louisiana does
hereby memorialize the United States Con-
gress to take such actions as are necessary
to investigate the current condition of eco-
nomic development in the state of Louisiana,
relative to the RACER Trust’s fulfillment of
fiduciary duties concerning the former GM-
Shreveport plant and operations; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.
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POM-102. A joint resolution adopted by the
General Assembly of the State of Maryland
rescinding any and all prior applications by
the General Assembly to the United States
Congress to call a convention to propose
amendments to the United States Constitu-
tion, pursuant to the terms of Article V; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

JOINT RESOLUTION NoO. 2

Whereas, The Constitution of the United
States has been, since its creation in 1787,
the bulwark of American liberty and
strength. It was the first written national
Charter to clearly set forth the respective
duties and powers of the Chief Executive, the
Legislature, and the Judiciary, and is the
basis of America’s checks and balances sys-
tem of government, assuring the rule of the
majority while protecting the rights of the
minority. It provides for the peaceful resolu-
tion of our basic political disputes and al-
lows for an orderly succession of political
leaders without bloodshed or revolution; and

Whereas, Since its ratification, the Con-
stitution has been amended 27 times, each
time by the proposal of an amendment by
the Congress, often on initial petition by the
states and always with subsequent ratifica-
tion by the requisite number of state legisla-
tures. Despite wrenching debate, political
turmoil, and many grave political and eco-
nomic problems—including the Great De-
pression—our nation has not had another
Constitutional Convention since 1787; and

Whereas, The first Convention was called
to make revisions to the Articles of Confed-
eration and decided instead to discard that
governmental system altogether and create
an entirely new and extremely different one.
In recent years, we have heard such diverse
proposals as the elimination of portions of
the Bill of Rights or granting the President
the power to dissolve Congress; and

Whereas, Although historical records
maintained by the State and the Library of
Congress are incomplete and in some in-
stances unclear as to the final disposition of
legislation proposed by the General Assem-
bly to initiate a call to Congress for a Con-
stitutional Convention, it is reported that
the Maryland General Assembly has passed
several such calls for a Constitutional Con-
vention since the 1930s These calls include:
(1) House Resolution (1939) (unconfirmed)
calling for limitations on the federal taxing
power; (2) House Joint Resolution 40 (1964)
calling for standards concerning the size and
boundaries of congressional districts; (3)
Senate Joint Resolution 1 (1965) calling for
legislative autonomy concerning the appor-
tionment of State legislative bodies; (4) Sen-
ate Resolution 47 (1973) (unconfirmed), a me-
morial from the Senate of Maryland calling
for the allowance of school prayer in public
schools; and (5) Senate Joint Resolution 4
(1975) calling for a balanced federal budget.
It is generally believed that these calls never
expire, and current generations are now
bound by decisions made in a different time
and culture. The need to advance these var-
ious policy reforms should be debated anew,
and not bind future generations without any
consideration; now, therefore, be it

Resolved, By the General Assembly of
Maryland, That this body does hereby re-
scind, repeal, cancel, void, nullify, and super-
sede any and all prior applications by the
General Assembly to the Congress of the
United States of America to call a conven-
tion to propose amendments to the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America, wheth-
er or not the calls are confirmed by the his-
torical records maintained by the State or
the Library of Congress, pursuant to the
terms of Article V thereof, regardless of
when and regardless of whether such applica-
tions were for a more limited convention to
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propose one or more amendments regarding
one or more specific subjects and purposes or
for a general convention to propose an un-
limited number of amendments upon an un-
limited number of subjects; and be it further

Resolved, That the General Assembly urges
the legislatures of each and every state
which has applied to Congress to call a con-
vention for either a general or limited Con-
stitutional Convention to repeal and with-
draw such applications; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
forwarded by the Department of Legislative
Services to the Honorable Lawrence J.
Hogan, Jr., Governor of Maryland; the Hon-
orable Thomas V. Mike Miller, Jr., President
of the Senate of Maryland; and the Honor-
able Michael E. Busch, Speaker of the House
of Delegates; and be it further

Resolved, That certified copies of this Joint
Resolution be sent by the Secretary of State
to:
(1) the Honorable Michael R. Pence, Vice
President of the United States, President of
the United States Senate, Suite S-212,
United States Capitol Building, Washington,
D.C. 20510; the Honorable Orrin Hatch, Presi-
dent Pro Tempore of the United States Sen-
ate, 104 Hart Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20510; and the Honorable Paul D. Ryan,
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, 1233 Longworth House Office
Building, Washington, D.C. 20515; and

(2) the Maryland Congressional Delegation:
Senators Benjamin L. Cardin and Chris-
topher Van Hollen, Jr., Senate Office Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. 20510; and Representa-
tives Andrew P. Harris, C. A. Dutch Ruppers-
berger III, John P. Sarbanes, Anthony G.
Brown, Steny Hamilton Hoyer, John
Delaney, Elijah E. Cummings, and Jamie
Raskin, House Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20515; and

(3) the Honorable David S. Ferriero, Archi-
vist of the United States, National Archives
and Records Administration, 709 Pennsyl-
vania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20408;
and

(4) the Honorable Julie E. Adams, Sec-
retary of the United States Senate, United
States Capitol Building, Suite S-312, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20510; the Honorable Elizabeth
MacDonough, Parliamentarian of the United
States Senate, United States Capitol Build-
ing, Suite 5-133, Washington, D.C. 20510; the
Honorable Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the
United States, House of Representatives,
Suite H-154, United States Capitol Building,
Washington, D.C. 20515; and the Honorable
Thomas J. Wickham, Jr., Parliamentarian of
the United States, House of Representatives,
Room H-209, United States Capitol Building,
Washington, D.C. 20515, requesting that they
publish this Joint Resolution in the Congres-
sional Record and list this application in the
official tally of state legislative applications
that repeal and withdraw any prior applica-
tion by a state legislature that calls for the
Congress of the United States of America to
call a convention to propose amendments to
the Constitution of the United States, pursu-
ant to the terms of Article V thereof, regard-
less of when and regardless of whether such
applications were for a more limited conven-
tion to propose one or more amendments re-
garding one or more specific subjects and
purposes or for a general convention to pro-
pose an unlimited number of amendments
upon an unlimited number of subjects.

POM-103. A joint resolution adopted by the
General Assembly of the State of Maryland
rescinding any and all prior applications by
the General Assembly to the United States
Congress to call a convention to propose
amendments to the United States Constitu-
tion, pursuant to the terms of Article V, to
the Committee on the Judiciary.



September 11, 2017

JOINT RESOLUTION No. 0003

Whereas, The Constitution of the United
States has been, since its creation in 1787,
the bulwark of American liberty and
strength. It was the first written national
Charter to clearly set forth the respective
duties and powers of the Chief Executive, the
Legislature, and the Judiciary, and is the
basis of America’s checks and balances sys-
tem of government, assuring the rule of the
majority while protecting the rights of the
minority. It provides for the peaceful resolu-
tion of our basic political disputes and al-
lows for an orderly succession of political
leaders without bloodshed or revolution; and

Whereas, Since its ratification, the Con-
stitution has been amended 27 times, each
time by the proposal of an amendment by
the Congress, often on initial petition by the
states and always with subsequent ratifica-
tion by the requisite number of state legisla-
tures. Despite wrenching debate, political
turmoil, and many grave political and eco-
nomic problems—including the Great De-
pression—our nation has not had another
Constitutional Convention since 1787; and

Whereas, The first Convention was called
to make revisions to the Articles of Confed-
eration and decided instead to discard that
governmental system altogether and create
an entirely new and extremely different one.
In recent years, we have heard such diverse
proposals as the elimination of portions of
the Bill of Rights or granting the President
the power to dissolve Congress; and

Whereas, Although historical records
maintained by the State and by the Library
of Congress are incomplete and in some in-
stances unclear as to the final disposition of
legislation proposed by the General Assem-
bly to intiate a call to Congress for a Con-
stitutional Convention, it is reported that
the Maryland General Assembly has passed
several such calls for a Constitutional Con-
vention since the 1930s. These calls include:
(1) House Resolution (1939) (unconfirmed)
calling for limitation on the federal taxing
power; (2) House Joint Resolution 40 (1964)
calling for standards concerning the size and
boundaries of congressional districts; (3)
Senate Joint Resolution 1 (1965) calling for
legislative autonomy concerning the appor-
tionment of State legislative bodies; (4) Sen-
ate Resolution 47 (1973) (unconfirmed), a me-
morial from the Senate of Maryland calling
for the allowance of school prayer in public
schools; and (5) Senate Joint Resolution 4
(1975) calling for a balanced federal budget.
It is generally believed that these calls never
expire, and current generations are now
bound by decisions made in a different time
and culture. The need to advance these var-
ious policy reforms should be debated anew,
and not bind future generations without any
consideration; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the General Assembly of Mary-
land, That this body does hereby rescind, re-
peal, cancel, void, nullify, and supersede any
and all prior applications by the General As-
sembly to the Congress of the United States
of America to call a convention to propose
amendments to the Constitution of the
United States of America, whether or not
the calls are confirmed by the historical
records maintained by the State or the Li-
brary of Congress, pursuant to the terms of
Article V thereof, regardless of when and re-
gardless of whether such applications were
for a more limited convention to propose one
or more amendments regarding one or more
specific subjects and purposes or for a gen-
eral convention to propose an unlimited
number of amendments upon an unlimited
number of subjects; and be it further

Resolved, That the General Assembly urges
the legislatures of each and every state
which has applied to Congress to call a con-
vention for either a general or limited Con-
stitutional Convention to repeal and with-
draw such applications; and be it further
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Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
forwarded by the Department of Legislative
Services to the Honorable Lawrence J.
Hogan, Jr., Governor of Maryland; the Hon-
orable Thomas V. Mike Miller, Jr., President
of the Senate of Maryland; and the Honor-
able Michael E. Busch, Speaker of the House

of Delegates; and be it further
Resolved, That certified copies of this Joint
Resolution be sent by the Secretary of State

to:

(1) the Honorable Michael R. Pence, Vice
President of the United States, President of
the United States Senate, Suite S-212,
United States Capitol Building, Washington,
D.C. 20510; the Honorable Orrin Hatch, Presi-
dent Pro Tempore of the United States Sen-
ate, 104 Hart Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20510; and the Honorable Paul D. Ryan,
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, 1233 Longworth House Office
Building, Washington, D.C. 20515; and

(2) the Maryland Congressional Delegation:
Senators Benjamin L. Cardin and Chris-
topher Van Hollen, Jr., Senate Office Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. 20510; and Representa-
tives Andrew P. Harris, C.A. Dutch Ruppers-
berger III, John P. Sarbanes, Anthony G.
Brown, Steny Hamilton Hoyer, John
Delaney, Elijah E. Cummings, and Jamie
Raskin, House Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20515; and

(3) the Honorable David S. Ferriero, Archi-
vist of the United States, National Archives
and Records Administration, 709 Pennsyl-
vania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20408;
and

(4) the Honorable Julie E. Adams, Sec-
retary of the United States Senate, United
States Capitol Building, Suite S-312, Wash-
ington, D.C. 205610; the Honorable Elizabeth
MacDonough, Parliamentarian of the United
States Senate, United States Capitol Build-
ing, Suite S-133, Washington, D.C. 20510; the
Honorable Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the
United States House of Representatives,
Suite H-154, United States Capitol Building,
Washington, D.C. 20515; and the Honrable
Thomas J. Wickham, Jr., Parliamentarian of
the United States House of Representatives,
Room H-209, United States Capitol Building,
Washington, D.C. 20515, requesting that they
publish this Joint Resolution in the Congres-
sional Record and list this application in the
offical tally of state legislative applications
that repeal and withdraw any prior applica-
tion by a state legislature that calls for the
Congress of the United States of America to
call a convention to propose amendments to
the Constitution of the United States, pursu-
ant to the terms of Article V thereof, regard-
less of when and regardless of whether such
applications were for a more limited conven-
tion to propose one or more amendments re-
garding one or more specific subjects and
purposes or for a general convention to pro-
pose an unlimited number of amendments
upon an unlimited number of subjects.

POM-104. A resolution adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of New Jersey op-
posing action by the President of the United
States to rescind the Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals (DACA) policy, to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION No. 210

Whereas, New Jersey has long been a wel-
coming home for immigrants from around
the world and appreciates the valuable con-
tributions immigrants make to our State
and our nation; and

Whereas, New Jersey’s immigrant popu-
lation includes undocumented immigrants
who have come to the United States in pur-
suit of the American dream and to build a
better life for themselves and their families,
and

Whereas, Many of these families include
children who were brought to New Jersey at
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a very young age and were raised and edu-
cated in the State, and

Whereas, In 2013, the New Jersey Legisla-
ture passed Senate Bill No. 2479, informally
referred to as the New Jersey Dream Act, to
ensure that these children have access to af-
fordable higher education by allowing them
to qualify for in-State tuition rates at public
institutions of higher education, and

Whereas, The New Jersey Dream Act bill,
in its original form, also permitted these
students to apply for State student financial
aid programs; and

Whereas, Governor Chris Christie condi-
tionally vetoed the New Jersey Dream Act
based on his objections to the section of the
bill that allowed undocumented students to
participate in State student financial aid
programs, and asked the Legislature to re-
move that provision; and

Whereas, The Legislature, in order to pro-
vide tuition equality for these students, con-
curred with the terms of Governor Christie’s
conditional veto, and

Whereas, Without eligibility for State stu-
dent financial aid programs, many of these
students need to work to afford the cost of a
college education, and

Whereas, As a result of Governor Christie’s
conditional veto and in order to continue
their pursuit of higher education, many of
these students registered with the federal
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals
(DACA) program, a policy implemented
under President Barack Obama’s Adminis-
tration. Under DACA, the federal govern-
ment agreed to exercise its prosecutorial dis-
cretion to defer deportation of undocu-
mented immigrants brought to the United
States as children and allowed these stu-
dents to qualify for employment authoriza-
tion in the United States, and

Whereas, President Donald Trump was
sworn into office on January 20, 2017 and is
expected to rescind DACA, exposing these
students to the threat of immediate deporta-
tion, and

Whereas, Such action by President Trump
would punish young men and women who fol-
lowed the proper course of action in reg-
istering for DACA so that they could pursue
their higher education, and

Whereas, These students have spent their
formative years in the United States and
know only America as their home, pay taxes
and contribute to our economy as hard-
working employees, and add rich diversity to
our schools through class participation and
campus programs; and

Whereas, Rescinding the DACA policy
would deprive the State of the many con-
tributions of these students: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, By the General Assembly of the
State of New Jersey:

1. This House opposes any action by Presi-
dent Donald Trump to rescind the Deferred
Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) policy.

2. This House further urges Governor Chris
Christie, given that his conditional veto of
the New Jersey Dream Act bill led many of
these students to register for DACA, to use
all power within his means to urge President
Trump to leave DACA intact so that these
New Jersey students are not subject to im-
mediate deportation to a country they have
never known and so that these students may
continue to work and pursue their higher
education

3. Copies of this resolution, as filed with
the Secretary of State, shall be transmitted
by the Clerk of the General Assembly to the
President and Vice-President of the United
States, the Governor of this State, the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders of the United
States Senate, the Speaker and Minority
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Leader of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and every member of Congress
elected from this State.

POM-105. A resolution adopted by the Fish
and Game Commission of the State of Cali-
fornia supporting the existing four California
national marine sanctuaries, their bound-
aries, and legal protections; strongly and un-
equivocally supporting the current federal
prohibition on new oil or gas drilling in fed-
eral waters offshore California; opposing at-
tempts to modify the prohibition, and con-
sidering any appropriate actions to maintain
the prohibition; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

POM-106. A resolution adopted by the City
Council of the City of Lakeport, California
urging the President of the United States,
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to protect the
Berryessa Snow Mountain National Monu-
ment and the economic, historical, cultural,
and ecological values which it provides, and
to honor and protect the integrity of all Na-
tional Monuments as they have been des-
ignated by Presidents of the United States
since 1906; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

POM-107. A resolution adopted by the Lau-
derdale Lakes City Commission, Lauderdale
Lakes, Florida recommending that the Af-
fordable Care Act be maintained, particu-
larly those provisions regarding pre-existing
conditions and coverage for children up to
the age of 26 years, for at least a work-in-pe-
riod of ten (10) years, in order to give the
citizens and other covered persons the oppor-
tunity to make the necessary adjustments
consequent of reduced coverage; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

POM-108. A resolution adopted by the
Mayor and City Commission of the City of
Miami Beach, Florida opposing the President
of the United States’s withdrawal of the
United States from the Paris Climate Agree-
ment; honoring and upholding the City’s
commitment to the policies, goals, and
standards set forth in the Paris Climate
Agreement; reaffirming the City’s role as a
global urban leader in efforts to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, mitigate the im-
pacts of human activities that contribute to
climate change, and enhance resiliency; and
respectfully urging Governor Rick Scott and
the Florida Legislature to join the growing
list of states seeking to meet or exceed the
goals of the Paris Climate Agreement; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

POM-109. A resolution adopted by the Lau-
derdale Lakes City Commission, Lauderdale
Lakes, Florida expressing support for the
Paris Climate Accord and expressing an in-
tent to symbolically join with other local
governments to adopt, honor and uphold the
commitments to the goals enshrined in the
Paris Climate Accord; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute:

S. 770. A bill to require the Director of the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology to disseminate resources to help re-
duce small business cybersecurity risks, and
for other purposes (Rept. No. 115-153).

By Mr. GRASSLEY, from the Committee
on the Judiciary, with amendments:

S. 705. A bill to amend the National Child
Protection Act of 1993 to establish a national
criminal history background check system
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and criminal history review program for cer-
tain individuals who, related to their em-
ployment, have access to children, the elder-
ly, or individuals with disabilities, and for
other purposes.

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BROWN, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. HARRIS, and
Ms. WARREN):

S. 1784. A Dbill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to improve the determina-
tion of cohort default rates and provide for
enhanced civil penalties, to ensure personal
liability of owners, officers, and executives
of institutions of higher education, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. MARKEY:

S. 1785. A bill to prohibit the implementa-
tion of a policy change to permit small, non-
locking knives on passenger aircraft; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. MCCASKILL,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. SANDERS):

S. 1786. A bill to amend the Fair Credit Re-
porting Act to enhance the accuracy of cred-
it reporting and provide greater rights to
consumers who dispute errors in their credit
reports, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and
Mr. KING):

S. 1787. A bill to reauthorize the National
Geologic Mapping Act of 1992; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources.

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mrs.
GILLIBRAND):

S. 1788. A bill to encourage companies to
expand employee ownership, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. ROUNDS (for himself, Ms. WAR-
REN, and Mr. WARNER):

S. 1789. A Dbill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to require an annual report on
participation in the Transition Assistance
Program for members of the Armed Forces,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

——————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 102

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 102, a bill to direct the Federal
Communications Commission to com-
mence proceedings related to the resil-
iency of critical communications net-
works during times of emergency, and
for other purposes.

S. 194

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. BOOKER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 194, a bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to establish
a public health insurance option, and
for other purposes.

S. 236

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the

name of the Senator from North Da-
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kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 236, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
form taxation of alcoholic beverages.
S. 307
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 307, a bill to enhance the
database of emergency response capa-
bilities of the Department of Defense.
S. 313
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
313, a bill to clarify that volunteers at
a children’s consignment event are not
employees under the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act of 1938.
S. 428
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 428, a bill to amend titles XIX and
XXI of the Social Security Act to au-
thorize States to provide coordinated
care to children with complex medical
conditions through enhanced pediatric
health homes, and for other purposes.
S. 479
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 479, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to waive coin-
surance under Medicare for colorectal
cancer screening tests, regardless of
whether therapeutic intervention is re-
quired during the screening.
S. 568
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 568, a bill to amend title XVIII
of the Social Security Act to count a
period of receipt of outpatient observa-
tion services in a hospital toward satis-
fying the 3-day inpatient hospital re-
quirement for coverage of skilled nurs-
ing facility services under Medicare.
S. 609
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 609, a bill to amend the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Health Care
Programs Enhancement Act of 2001 and
title 38, United States Code, to require
the provision of chiropractic care and
services to veterans at all Department
of Veterans Affairs medical centers and
to expand access to such care and serv-
ices, and for other purposes.
S. 705
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S.
705, a bill to amend the National Child
Protection Act of 1993 to establish a
national criminal history background
check system and criminal history re-
view program for certain individuals
who, related to their employment, have
access to children, the elderly, or indi-
viduals with disabilities, and for other
purposes.
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S. 967
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 967, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to increase ac-
cess to ambulance services under the
Medicare program and to reform pay-
ments for such services under such pro-
gram, and for other purposes.
S. 1002
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY), the Senator from
Maine (Mr. KING), and the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1002, a bill to en-
hance the ability of community finan-
cial institutions to foster economic
growth and serve their communities,
boost small businesses, increase indi-
vidual savings, and for other purposes.
S. 1050
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH,
the name of the Senator from New
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 1050, a bill to award a
Congressional Gold Medal, collectively,
to the Chinese-American Veterans of
World War II, in recognition of their
dedicated service during World War II.
S. 1127
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Massachusetts
(Ms. WARREN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1127, a bill to amend title 18,
United States Code, to prevent unjust
and irrational criminal punishments.
S. 1158
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1158, a bill to help prevent
acts of genocide and other atrocity
crimes, which threaten national and
international security, by enhancing
United States Government capacities
to prevent, mitigate, and respond to
such crises.
S. 1465
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1465, a bill to terminate the prohibi-
tions on the exportation and importa-
tion of natural gas, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1500
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 15600, a bill to amend the
Federal Deposit Insurance Act to en-
sure that the reciprocal deposits of an
insured depository institution are not
considered to be funds obtained by or
through a deposit broker, and for other
purposes.
S. 1568
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Senator from
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), and
the Senator from Maine (Mr. KING)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1568, a
bill to require the Secretary of the
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Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of President John F. Kennedy.
S. 1589
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1589, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and the
Small Business Act to expand the
availability of employee stock owner-
ship plans in S corporations, and for
other purposes.
S. 1754
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1754, a bill to reauthorize section 340H
of the Public Health Service Act to
continue to encourage the expansion,
maintenance, and establishment of ap-
proved graduate medical residency pro-
grams at qualified teaching health cen-
ters, and for other purposes.
S. 1766
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1766, a bill to reauthorize the SAFER
Act of 2013, and for other purposes.
S. 1767
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY), and the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) were added as cosponsors of S.
1767, a bill to reauthorize the farm to
school program, and for other purposes.
S.J. RES. 49
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) and the Senator from Alas-
ka (Mr. SULLIVAN) were added as co-
sponsors of S.J. Res. 49, a joint resolu-
tion condemning the violence and do-
mestic terrorist attack that took place
during events between August 11 and
August 12, 2017, in Charlottesville, Vir-
ginia, recognizing the first responders
who lost their lives while monitoring
the events, offering deepest condo-
lences to the families and friends of
those individuals who were Kkilled and
deepest sympathies and support to
those individuals who were injured by
the violence, expressing support for the
Charlottesville community, rejecting
White mnationalists, White suprema-
cists, the Ku Klux Klan, neo-Nazis, and
other hate groups, and urging the
President and the President’s Cabinet
to use all available resources to ad-
dress the threats posed by those
groups.
S. CON. RES. 12
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Con. Res. 12, a concurrent res-
olution expressing the sense of Con-
gress that those who served in the
bays, harbors, and territorial seas of
the Republic of Vietnam during the pe-
riod beginning on January 9, 1962, and
ending on May 7, 1975, should be pre-
sumed to have served in the Republic
of Vietnam for all purposes under the
Agent Orange Act of 1991.
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S. RES. 61

At the request of Mr. PETERS, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 61, a resolution calling on the De-
partment of Defense, other elements of
the Federal Government, and foreign
governments to intensify efforts to in-
vestigate, recover, and identify all
missing and unaccounted-for personnel
of the United States.

AMENDMENT NO. 269

At the request of Mr. REED, the name
of the Senator from Arkansas (Mr.
B00zMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 269 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 2810, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2018 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 329

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) and the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 329 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2018 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 410

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 410 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 422

At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL,
the name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 422 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 448

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 448 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
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AMENDMENT NO. 526
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the name of the Senator from Oregon
(Mr. MERKLEY) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 526 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 591
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 591 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 592
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ), the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the Sen-
ator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 592 intended to be proposed to
H.R. 2810, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2018 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 605
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was withdrawn as a
cosponsor of amendment No. 605 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2018 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 607
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 607 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 608
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 608 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
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ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 750
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the name of the Senator from Oregon
(Mr. MERKLEY) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 750 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 756
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 756 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 765
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 7656 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 766
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 766 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 803
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
names of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. CASEY), the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. CARPER), the Senator
from Delaware (Mr. COONS), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. HEIN-
RICH), the Senator from Michigan (Ms.
STABENOW), the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) and the Senator
from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added
as cosponsors of amendment No. 803 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2018 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
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military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 805
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 805 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 2810, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 811
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
names of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. UDALL), the Senator from Rhode
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 811 intended to be proposed to
H.R. 2810, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2018 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 838
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 838 intended
to be proposed to H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
——

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 855. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr.
LEAHY) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 2810, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and for
defense activities of the Department of En-
ergy, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 856. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 857. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 858. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 859. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Mrs.
FISCHER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 860. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 861. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 862. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 863. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 864. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 865. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 866. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 867. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr.
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 868. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 869. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 870. Mr. COTTON (for himself and Mr.
GRAHAM) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 871. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 872. Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. SCHATZ,
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 873. Mrs. ERNST (for herself, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 874. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 875. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and Mr.
REED) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 876. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 877. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 878. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 879. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and Mr.
FLAKE) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 880. Mr. TILLIS (for himself and Mr.
NELSON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 881. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 882. Mr. YOUNG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
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SA 883. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 884. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 885. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 886. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 887. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and
Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 883. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and
Mrs. MURRAY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 889. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 890. Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr.
PORTMAN, and Mr. CRAPO) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 891. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 892. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 893. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 894. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 895. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 896. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 897. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 898. Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr.
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 899. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 900. Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr.
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 901. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 902. Mr. CORNYN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 903. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 904. Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr.
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended
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to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 905. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 906. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. CASSIDY,
Mr. STRANGE, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. WICKER, and
Mr. ALEXANDER) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 907. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 908. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 909. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Ms. WARREN, Mr. CARPER, and Mr.
BROWN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 910. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 911. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. BEN-
NET, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms.
WARREN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
CASEY, and Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 912. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Mr.
BENNET) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 913. Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself and
Mr. PAUL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 914. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 915. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 916. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 917. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 918. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 919. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 920. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 921. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 922. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 923. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 924. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 925. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 926. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 927. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 928. Mr. MCCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 929. Mr. McCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 930. Mr. MCCAIN (for Mr. RUBIO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 931. Mrs. ERNST submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 932. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2810, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 933. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mr.
REED) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 934. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 935. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Ms. WARREN
(for herself and Mr. HELLER)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 327, to direct the
Securities and Exchange Commission to pro-
vide a safe harbor related to certain invest-
ment fund research reports, and for other
purposes.

SA 936. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CORNYN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1311, to
provide assistance in abolishing human traf-
ficking in the United States.

SA 937. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. GRASS-
LEY) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
1312, to prioritize the fight against human
trafficking in the United States.

SA 938. Mrs. ERNST (for herself and Mrs.
MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2810, to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 939. Mr. REED (for himself, Mr.
MCcCCAIN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 855. Ms. WARREN (for herself and
Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the
bill H.R. 2810, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
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year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

Strike section 1070 and insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORTS ON CIVILIAN CASUALTIES

IN CONNECTION WITH UNITED
STATES MILITARY OPERATIONS.

(a) BIANNUAL REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1,
2018, and every six months thereafter, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on ci-
vilian casualties caused as a result of United
States military operations during the pre-
ceding six months.

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall set forth the following:

(A) A list of all the United States military
operations during the six month covered by
such report that were confirmed to have re-
sulted in civilian casualties.

(B) For each military operation listed pur-
suant to subparagraph (A), the following:

(i) The date.

(ii) The location.

(iii) The type of operation.

(iv) The confirmed number of civilian cas-
ualties.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than April
1 each year, the Secretary shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port setting forth the following:

(1) The information required under sub-
section (a)(2) for the preceding year, includ-
ing any changes to such information as sub-
mitted previously in a report under sub-
section (a).

(2) A description of the actions taken by
the Armed Forces of the United States in the
preceding year to mitigate civilian casual-
ties as a result of United States military op-
erations that were in addition to any such
actions taken in the year preceding such pre-
ceding year.

(3) Any other information the Secretary
considers appropriate.

(c) ForM.—Each report under this section
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but
may include a classified annex.

(d) SUNSET.—The requirements to submit
reports under this section shall expire on the
date that is five years after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SA 856. Mr. BROWN (for himself and
Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the
following:

SEC. 1088. COLLABORATION BETWEEN FEDERAL
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE ON UN-
MANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEMS.

(a) COLLABORATION BETWEEN FEDERAL
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION IN DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration and the
Secretary of Defense shall collaborate on de-
veloping standards, policies, and procedures
for sense and avoid capabilities for un-
manned aircraft systems.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The collaboration required
by paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) Sharing information and technology on
safely integrating unmanned aircraft sys-
tems and manned aircraft in the national
airspace system.
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(B) Building upon the experience of the Air
Force and the Department of Defense to in-
form the Federal Aviation Administration’s
development of civil standards, policies, and
procedures for integrating unmanned air-
craft systems in the national airspace sys-
tem.

(C) Assisting in the development of best
practices for unmanned aircraft safety
standards, development of airborne and
ground-based sense and avoid capabilities for
unmanned aircraft systems, and research
and development on unmanned aircraft sys-
tems, especially with respect to matters in-
volving human factors, information assur-
ance, and security.

(b) PARTICIPATION BY FEDERAL AVIATION
ADMINISTRATION IN DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ACTIVITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator may
participate and provide assistance for par-
ticipation in test and evaluation efforts of
the Department of Defense, including the Air
Force, relating to ground-based sense and
avoid and airborne sense and avoid capabili-
ties for unmanned aircraft systems.

(2) PARTICIPATION THROUGH CENTERS OF EX-
CELLENCE AND TEST SITES.—Participation
under paragraph (1) may include provision of
assistance through the Center of Excellence
for Unmanned Aircraft Systems and un-
manned aircraft systems test ranges des-
ignated under section 332(c) of the FAA Mod-
ernization and Reform Act of 2012 (Public
Law 112-95; 49 U.S.C. 40101 note).

(¢) UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘unmanned
aircraft system’ has the meaning given that
term in section 331 of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
95; 49 U.S.C. 40101 note).

SA 857. Mr. DONNELLY submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . NORTH KOREA STRATEGY.

(a) REPORT ON STRATEGY REQUIRED.—Not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report that sets forth a strat-
egy of the United States with respect to
North Korea.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) A description and assessment of the pri-
mary threats to United States national secu-
rity interests from North Korea.

(2) A description of support from foreign
nations for North Korea’s nuclear and bal-
listic missile programs.

(3) A description of the security relation-
ships between China and North Korea and
Russia and North Korea, including trends in
those relationships and their impact on the
Government of North Korea.

(4) A description of the security relation-
ships between other countries and North
Korea, and an identification of countries
that may be undermining United States ob-
jectives identified in paragraph (5).

(5) The desired end state in North Korea
and current United States objectives relative
to security threats emanating from North
Korea.
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(6) A detailed roadmap to reach the end
state and objectives identified in paragraph
(5).

(7) An identification of the resources and
authorities necessary to carry out the road-
map described in paragraph (6).

(8) A description of operational plans and
associated military requirements for the
protection of United States national security
interests relative to threats from North
Korea.

(9) An identification of any personnel, ca-
pability, and resource gaps that would im-
pact the execution of the roadmap described
in paragraph (6) or any associated oper-
ational plan, and a mitigation plan to ad-
dress such gaps.

(10) An assessment of current and desired
partner nation contributions to countering
threats from North Korea and a plan to en-
hance military cooperation with nations
that have shared security interests.

(c) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

(d) QUARTERLY UPDATES REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Defense shall provide Congress
with a quarterly written progress report on
the implementation of the strategy required
pursuant to subsection (a) in unclassified
form.

SA 858. Mr. DONNELLY submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . NORTH KOREA STRATEGY.

(a) REPORT ON STRATEGY REQUIRED.—Not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the President shall submit
to Congress a report that sets forth a strat-
egy of the United States with respect to
North Korea.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) A description and assessment of the pri-
mary threats to United States national secu-
rity interests from North Korea.

(2) A description of support from foreign
nations for North Korea’s nuclear and bal-
listic missile programs.

(3) A description of known foreign nation,
foreign entity, or individual violations of ex-
isting United Nations sanctions against
North Korea, together with parameters for
determining whether and on what timeline it
serves United States interests to target
those violators with unilateral secondary
sanctions.

(4) A description of the economic, political,
and trade relationships between China and
North Korea and Russia and North Korea, in-
cluding trends in those relationships and
their impact on the Government of North
Korea.

(5) A description of the economic, political,
and trade relationships between other coun-
tries and North Korea, and an identification
of countries that may be undermining
United States objectives identified in para-
graph (7).

(6) A description of the channels North
Korea is using to access the United States
and international financial systems, the de-
gree to which those channels have been tar-
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geted by United States and multilateral
sanctions thus far, and a roadmap for deter-
mining whether, how, and on what timeline
the United States may take action to cut off
access in the future.

(7)) The desired end state in North Korea
and current United States objectives relative
to security threats emanating from North
Korea.

(8) A description of existing unilateral and
multilateral levers the United States has to
exert coercive pressure on North Korea, to-
gether with an assessment of the degree to
which those levers have been utilized thus
far, the degree to which those actions have
imposed costs on North Korea, remaining op-
tions for increasing those costs, and param-
eters the President will use to determine
when and to what degree increasing those
costs is necessary.

(9) A detailed roadmap to reach the end
state and objectives identified in paragraph
(7) through unilateral and multilateral diplo-
matic and economic means, including
timelines for each element of the roadmap.

(10) An identification of the resources and
authorities necessary to carry out the road-
map described in paragraph (9).

(11) A description of the number and types
of United States civilian personnel sup-
porting the roadmap described in paragraph
(9), including an identification of appointed
positions relevant to the roadmap and the
current status of such positions as vacant or
filled.

(12) A description of operational plans and
associated military requirements for the
protection of United States national security
interests relative to threats from North
Korea.

(13) An identification of any military or ci-
vilian personnel, capability, and resource
gaps that would impact the execution of the
roadmap described in paragraph (9) or any
associated operational plan, and a mitiga-
tion plan to address such gaps.

(14) An assessment of current and desired
partner nation contributions to countering
threats from North Korea and a plan to en-
hance diplomatic, economic, and military
cooperation with nations that have shared
security interests.

(c) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

(d) QUARTERLY UPDATES REQUIRED.—The
President shall provide Congress with a
quarterly written progress report on the im-
plementation of the strategy required pursu-
ant to subsection (a) in unclassified form.

SA 859. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and
Mrs. FISCHER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title VI, add the

following:
SEC. . IMPROVED EMPLOYMENT ASSIST-
ANCE FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND VETERANS.
(a) IMPROVED EMPLOYMENT SKILLS

VERIFICATION.—Section 1143(a) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before
retary of Defense’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(2) In order to improve the accuracy and
completeness of a certification or

“The Sec-
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verification of job skills and experience re-
quired by paragraph (1), the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity with respect to the Coast Guard when it
is not operating as a service in the Navy
shall—

““(A) establish a database to record all
training performed by members of the armed
forces that may have application to employ-
ment in the civilian sector; and

‘(B) make unclassified information regard-
ing such information available to States and
other potential employers referred to in sub-
section (c) so that State and other entities
may allow military training to satisfy li-
censing or certification requirements to en-
gage in a civilian profession.”’.

(b) IMPROVED ACCURACY OF CERTIFICATES OF
TRAINING AND SKILLS.—Section 1143(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is further
amended by inserting after paragraph (2), as
added by subsection (a), the following new
paragraph:

‘“(3) The Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security with respect to
the Coast Guard when it is not operating as
a service in the Navy shall ensure that a cer-
tification or verification of job skills and ex-
perience required by paragraph (1) is ren-
dered in such a way that States and other
potential employers can confirm the accu-
racy and authenticity of the certification or
verification.”.

(c) IMPROVED RESPONSIVENESS TO CERTIFI-
CATION REQUESTS.—Section 1143(c) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘‘For the pur-
pose’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(2) A State may use a certification or
verification of job skills and experience pro-
vided to a member of the armed forces under
subsection (a) and request the Department of
Defense or the Coast Guard, as the case may
be, to confirm the accuracy and authenticity
of the certification or verification. A re-
sponse confirming or denying the informa-
tion shall be provided within five business
days.”.

(d) IMPROVED NOTICE TO MEMBERS.—Sec-
tion 1142(b)(4)(A) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting before the
semicolon the following: ‘‘, including State-
submitted and approved lists of military
training and skills that satisfy occupational
certifications and licenses’.

SA 860. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the
following:

SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
ALEMSEGHED MUSSIE TESFAMICAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1151)
and section 240 of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1229a),
Alemseghed Mussie Tesfamical shall be eligi-
ble for the issuance of an immigrant visa or
for adjustment of status to that of an alien
lawfully admitted for permanent residence
upon filing an application for issuance of an
immigrant visa under section 204 of such Act
(8 U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Alemseghed
Mussie Tesfamical enters the United States
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before the filing deadline specified in sub-
section (c), Alemseghed Mussie Tesfamical
shall be considered to have entered into and
remained lawfully in the United States and,
if otherwise eligible, shall be eligible for ad-
justment of status under section 245 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1255) as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed by Alemseghed Mussie Tesfamical
with appropriate fees not later than 2 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Alemseghed
Mussie Tesfamical, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper officer to reduce by
1, during the current or next following fiscal
year, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of Alemseghed Mussie Tesfamical’s
birth under section 203(a) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)) or, if
applicable, the total number of immigrant
visas that are made available to natives of
such country under section 202(e) of such Act
(8 U.S.C. 1152(e)).

SA 861. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:
SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
JOEL COLINDRES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Joel Colindres shall be eligible for
issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence upon fil-
ing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Joel
Colindres enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Joel Colindres shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully in the United
States and shall be eligible for adjustment of
status under section 245 of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Joel
Colindres, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 1, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal
year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Joel Colindres under sec-
tion 203(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 11563(a)); or
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(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Joel
Colindres under section 202(e) of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation” for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et of the Senate, provided that such state-
ment has been submitted prior to the vote on
passage.

SA 862. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
yvear 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
VALENT KOLAMI.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 TU.S.C.
11561), Valent Kolami shall be eligible for
issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence upon fil-
ing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Valent
Kolami enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Valent Kolami shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully in the United
States and shall be eligible for adjustment of
status under section 245 of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Valent
Kolami, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper officer to reduce by 1, during the
current or next following fiscal year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Valent Kolami under sec-
tion 203(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)); or

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Valent
Kolami under section 202(e) of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.
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SA 863. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
ADRIAN EMIN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Adrian Emin shall be eligible for
issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence upon fil-
ing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
U.S.C. 11564) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Adrian
Emin enters the United States before the fil-
ing deadline specified in subsection (c), Adri-
an Emin shall be considered to have entered
and remained lawfully in the United States
and shall be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Adrian Emin,
the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper officer to reduce by 1, during the cur-
rent or next following fiscal year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Adrian Emin under sec-
tion 203(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1163(a)); or

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Adrian Emin
under section 202(e) of such Act (8 U.S.C.
1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.

SA 864. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
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SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR

NURY CHAVARRIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Nury Chavarria shall be eligible for
issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence upon fil-
ing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
U.S.C. 11564) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Nury
Chavarria enters the United States before
the filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Nury Chavarria shall be considered to have
entered and remained lawfully in the United
States and shall be eligible for adjustment of
status under section 245 of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Nury
Chavarria, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 1, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal
year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Nury Chavarria under
section 203(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)); or

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Nury
Chavarria under section 202(e) of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et of the Senate, provided that such state-
ment has been submitted prior to the vote on
passage.

SA 865. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:
SEC. . PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
VALENT KOLAMI, NURY CHAVARRIA,
JOEL COLINDRES, AND ADRIAN
EMIN.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Valent Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel
Colindres, and Adrian Emin shall each be eli-
gible for issuance of an immigrant visa or for
adjustment of status to that of an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence upon
filing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
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U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Valent
Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or
Adrian Emin enters the United States before
the filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Valent Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel
Colindres, or Adrian Emin, as applicable,
shall be considered to have entered and re-
mained lawfully in the United States and
shall be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1255) as of the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Valent
Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or
Adrian Emin, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 1, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal
year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Valent Kolami, Nury
Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or Adrian Emin,
as applicable, under section 203(a) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1153(a)); or

(2) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Valent Kolami, Nury
Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or Adrian Emin,
as applicable, under section 202(e) of such
Act (8 U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation” for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.

SA 866. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2810,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC.

. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
LUIS BARRIOS, VALENT KOLAMI,
NURY CHAVARRIA, JOEL
COLINDRES, AND ADRIAN EMIN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Luis Barrios, Valent Kolami, Nury
Chavarria, Joel Colindres, and Adrian Emin
shall each be eligible for issuance of an im-
migrant visa or for adjustment of status to
that of an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence upon filing an application for
issuance of an immigrant visa under section
204 of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1154) or for adjust-
ment of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Luis
Barrios, Valent Kolami, Nury Chavarria,
Joel Colindres, or Adrian Emin enters the
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United States before the filing deadline spec-
ified in subsection (c¢), Luis Barrios, Valent
Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or
Adrian Emin, as applicable, shall be consid-
ered to have entered and remained lawfully
in the United States and shall be eligible for
adjustment of status under section 245 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1255) as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
application for the issuance of an immigrant
visa or the application for adjustment of sta-
tus is filed with appropriate fees not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Luis Barrios,
Valent Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel
Colindres, or Adrian Emin, the Secretary of
State shall instruct the proper officer to re-
duce by 1, during the current or next fol-
lowing fiscal year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Luis Barrios, Valent
Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or
Adrian Emin, as applicable, under section
203(a) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)); or

(2) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of Luis Barrios, Valent
Kolami, Nury Chavarria, Joel Colindres, or
Adrian Emin, as applicable, under section
202(e) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.

SA 867. Ms. WARREN (for herself and
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the
bill H.R. 2810, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle C of title XVI, add
the following:

SEC. 1630C. REPORT ON SIGNIFICANT SECURITY
RISKS OF DEFENSE CRITICAL ELEC-
TRIC INFRASTRUCTURE.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall, in co-
ordination with the Director of National In-
telligence, the Secretary of Energy, and the
Secretary of Homeland Security, submit to
the appropriate committees of Congress a re-
port setting forth the following:

(1) Identification of significant security
risks to defense critical electric infrastruc-
ture posed by significant malicious cyber-en-
abled activities.

(2) An assessment of the potential effect of
the security risks identified pursuant to
paragraph (1) on the readiness of the Armed
Forces.

(3) An assessment of the strategic benefits
derived from, and the challenges associated
with, isolating military infrastructure from
the national electric grid and the use of
microgrids by the Armed Forces.
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(4) Recommendations on actions to be
taken—

(A) to eliminate or mitigate the security
risks identified pursuant to paragraph (1);
and

(B) to address the effect of those security
risks on the readiness of the Armed Forces
identified pursuant to paragraph (2).

(b) FORM OF REPORT.—The report required
by subsection (a) shall be submitted in un-
classified form, but may include a classified
annex.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘appropriate committees of
Congress’ means—

(A) the congressional defense committees;

(B) the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources and the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs of the
Senate; and

(C) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce and the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity of the House of Representatives.

(2) The term ‘‘defense critical electric in-
frastructure’’—

(A) has the meaning given such term in
section 215A(a) of the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. 8240-1(a)); and

(B) shall include any electric infrastruc-
ture located in any of the 48 contiguous
States or the District of Columbia that
serves a facility—

(i) designated by the Secretary of Defense
as—

(I) critical to the defense of the United
States; and

(IT) vulnerable to a disruption of the supply
of electric energy provided to such facility
by an external provider; and

(ii) that is not owned or operated by the
owner or operator of such facility.

(3) The term ‘‘security risk’ shall have
such meaning as the Secretary of Defense
shall determine, in coordination with the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the Sec-
retary of Energy, for purposes of the report
required by subsection (a).

(4) The term ‘‘significant malicious cyber-
enabled activities’ include—

(A) significant efforts—

(i) to deny access to or degrade, disrupt, or
destroy an information and communications
technology system or network; or

(ii) to exfiltrate, degrade, corrupt, destroy,
or release information from such a system or
network without authorization for purposes
of—

(I) conducting influence operations; or

(IT) causing a significant misappropriation
of funds, economic resources, trade secrets,
personal identifications, or financial infor-
mation for commercial or competitive ad-
vantage or private financial gain;

(B) significant destructive malware at-
tacks; and

(C) significant denial of service activities.

SA 868. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill H.R. 2810, to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2018
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SECTION 1. STRENGTHENING ALLIED CYBERSE-
CURITY.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘‘Strengthening Allied Cyberse-
curity Act of 2017,
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(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) In January 2017, the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence (referred to in this Act as
the “DNI”’), in coordination with the Central
Intelligence Agency, the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (referred to in this Act as the
“FBI”), and the National Security Agency,
judged with high confidence that Russian
President Vladimir Putin ordered an influ-
ence campaign aimed at the 2016 United
States presidential election.

(2) The DNI report stated, ‘‘[The Depart-
ment of Homeland Security] assesses that
the types of systems Russian actors targeted
or compromised were not involved in vote
tallying.”.

(3) On January 10, 2017, the DNI stated, in
testimony before the Select Committee on
Intelligence of the Senate, “We can say that
we did not see evidence of the Russians alter-
ing vote tallies.”.

(4) On March 20, 2017, FBI Director James
Comey stated, in testimony before the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives, ‘“We also, as a
government, supplied information to all the
states so they could equip themselves to
make sure there was no successful effort to
affect the vote and there was none, as we
said earlier.”.

(5) The DNI, in coordination with the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, the FBI, and the
National Security Agency, judged that Rus-
sia’s intelligence services conducted cyber
operations against targets associated with
the 2016 United States presidential election.

(6) The DNI assessed that the Russian Gov-
ernment’s campaign aimed at the United
States election featured—

(A) disclosures of data obtained through
Russian cyber operations;

(B) intrusions into United States state and
local election boards; and

(C) overt propaganda.

(7) Russia’s use of public disclosures of
Russian-collected data during the United
States election was unprecedented.

(8) The DNI, in coordination with the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, the FBI, and the
National Security Agency, assessed that
Russia will apply lessons learned from its
Putin-ordered campaign aimed at the United
States presidential election to influence fu-
ture elections worldwide, including against
United States allies and their election proc-
esses.

(9) In May 2016, Germany’s domestic intel-
ligence agency assessed that hackers linked
to the Russian Government had targeted
Chancellor Angela Merkel’s Christian Demo-
cratic Union party and German state com-
puters.

(10) The head of Germany’s foreign intel-
ligence service, Bruno Kahl, later asserted
that Germany had ‘“‘evidence that cyber-at-
tacks are taking place that have no other
purpose than to elicit political uncertainty.
The perpetrators are interested in
delegitimizing the democratic process as
such, regardless of who that ends of helping.
We have indications that [the attacks] come
from the Russian region.” In November 2016,
German Chancellor Merkel, said, ‘‘such
cyber-attacks, or hybrid conflicts as they are
known in Russian doctrine, are now part of
daily life and we must learn to cope with
them”.

(11) On May 9, 2017, Admiral Michael Rog-
ers, United States Cyber Command com-
mander and Director of the National Secu-
rity Agency, testified before the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate that the
United States surveilled Russian hackers at-
tack French computer systems as the French
election approached. In his testimony, Rog-
ers said, ‘“We had talked to our French coun-
terparts prior to the public announcements
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of the events that were publicly attributed
this past weekend, and gave them a heads
up, ‘Look we’re watching the Russians, we’'re
seeing them penetrate some of your infra-
structure.’.”.

(12) In February 2017, the United Kingdom’s
Defence Secretary Fallon stated that—

(A) all North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) countries must support reform ‘‘to
make NATO more agile, resilient, and better
configured to operate in the contemporary
environment including against hybrid and
cyber-attacks’; and

(B) “NATO must defend itself as effec-
tively in the cyber sphere as it does in the
air, on land, and at sea.”.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate;

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the House of Representatives;

(C) the Subcommittee on State, Foreign
Operations, and Related Programs of the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate;

(D) the Subcommittee on State, Foreign
Operations, and Related Programs of the
Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives;

(E) the Select Committee on Intelligence
of the Senate;

(F) the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence of the House of Representatives;

(G) the Committee on Homeland Security
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate;

(H) the Committee on Homeland Security
of the House of Representatives;

(I) the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate;

(J) the Committee on Armed Services of
the House of Representatives;

(K) the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate; and

(L) the Committee on the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives.

(2) APPROPRIATE FEDERAL AGENCIES.—The
term ‘“‘appropriate Federal agencies’’
means—

(A) the Department of Defense;

(B) the Department of Homeland Security;

(C) the Department of Justice;

(D) the Department of the Treasury;

(E) the Office of the Director of National
Intelligence; and

(F') the Department of Commerce

(3) HYBRID WARFARE.—The term ‘‘hybrid
warfare’” means a military strategy that
blends conventional warfare, irregular war-
fare, informational warfare, and cyber war-
fare.

(d) TRANS-ATLANTIC CYBERSECURITY Co-
OPERATION STRATEGY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of State, in coordination with
the heads of the appropriate Federal agen-
cies, shall develop, and submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees, a trans-At-
lantic cybersecurity strategy, with a classi-
fied annex if necessary, that includes—

(A) a plan of action to guide United States
cooperation with North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization (NATO) allies to respond to Rus-
sia’s hybrid warfare against NATO allies;

(B) a plan of action to guide United States
cooperation with European partners, includ-
ing non-NATO nations, to counter Russia’s
cyber efforts to undermine democratic elec-
tions in the United States and Europe;

(C) an assessment of nonmilitary tools and
tactics, including sanctions, indictments, or
other actions that the United States can use,
unilaterally or in cooperation with like-
minded nations, to counter Russia’s mali-
cious cyber activity in the United States and
Europe; and
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(D) a review of resources required by the
Department of State and appropriate Federal
agencies to conduct activities to build co-
operation with NATO allies and European
partners on countering Russia’s hybrid war-
fare and disinformation efforts.

(2) CIVIL LIBERTIES AND PRIVACY.—The Sec-
retary of State shall ensure that the imple-
mentation of the strategy described in para-
graph (1) is consistent with United States
standards for civil liberties and privacy pro-
tections.

(e) FEDERAL CYBERSECURITY LIAISON TO
UNITED STATES PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNS AND
MAJOR NATIONAL POLITICAL PARTY COMMIT-
TEES.—

(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Director of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation shall appoint, at
the rank of Executive Assistant Director, a
cybersecurity liaison for presidential cam-
paigns and major national political party
committees, who, at the request of presi-
dential campaigns and major national polit-
ical party committees, shall—

(A) regularly share cybersecurity best
practices and protocols with each presi-
dential campaign, the Democratic National
Committee, the Republican National Com-
mittee, the Democratic Senatorial Campaign
Committee, the National Republican Senato-
rial Committee, the Democratic Congres-
sional Campaign Committee, and the Na-
tional Republican Congressional Committee;
and

(B) provide the timely sharing of cyberse-
curity threats to such campaigns and com-
mittees to prevent or mitigate adverse ef-
fects from such cybersecurity threats.

(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary of State, in coordination with the
heads of the appropriate Federal agencies,
shall submit an annual report to the appro-
priate congressional committees on the im-
plementation of the trans-Atlantic cyberse-
curity cooperation strategy developed under
subsection (d).

SA 869. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for her-
self and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the
following:
SEC.

RETENTION AND SERVICE OF
TRANSGENDER MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that individuals who are qualified
and can meet the standards to serve in the
military should be eligible to serve.

(b) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN ACTIONS BASED
ON MEMBER GENDER IDENTITY.—A member of
the Armed Forces may not be involuntarily
separated from the Armed Forces, or denied
reenlistment or continuation in service in
the Armed Forces, solely on the basis of the
member’s gender identity.

(c) REVIEW OF ACCESSION OF TRANSGENDER
INDIVIDUALS INTO THE ARMED FORCES.—

(1) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION OF REVIEW.—
The Secretary of Defense shall complete the
review of policy on the accession of
transgender individuals into the Armed
Forces announced by the Secretary on June
30, 2017, by not later than December 31, 2017.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than February 21,
2018, the Secretary shall submit to Congress
a comprehensive report on the results of the
review of policy described in paragraph (1).
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SA 870. Mr. COTTON (for himself and
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle C of title II, add the
following:

SEC. 236. VERY-LOW PROFILE HARDWARE TO
INTERACT WITH THE MOBILE USER

OBJECTIVE SYSTEM AND OTHER
SYSTEMS.

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—The amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year
2018 by section 201 for research, development,
test, and evaluation is hereby increased by
$8,000,000, with the amount of the increase to
be available for the Joint Tactical Informa-
tion Distribution System (PE 0604771D8Z).

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The amount available
under subsection (a) shall be available for
the Secretary of Defense to study and dem-
onstrate very-low profile hardware, such as
antennas and chipsets, with software,
encryption, and cyber and network manage-
ment tools necessary to interact with the
Mobile User Objective System (MUOS) and
other systems that are considered part of the
Internet of things to provide command, con-
trol, communications, and cyber restoral ca-
pabilities.

(c) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2018 by section
301 for operation and maintenance is hereby
decreased by $8,000,000, with the amount of
the decrease to be applied as an increase to
the reduction from fuel savings in the fund-
ing table in section 4301.

SA 871. Mr. PAUL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the
following:

SEC. . REPEAL OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
USE OF MILITARY FORCE AND AU-
THORIZATION FOR USE OF MILI-

TARY FORCE AGAINST IRAQ RESO-
LUTION OF 2002.

Effective as of the date that is six months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the following are repealed:

(1) The Authorization for Use of Military
Force (Public Law 107-40; 50 U.S.C. 1541
note).

(2) The Authorization for Use of Military
Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public
Law 107-243; 50 U.S.C. 15641 note).

SA 872. Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr.
SCHATZ, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
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At the end of division A, add the following:

TITLE XVII—-PREVENTION OF MILITARIZA-
TION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT BY EX-
CESS FEDERAL PROPERTY TRANSFERS

SEC. 1701. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Stop Mili-
tarizing Law Enforcement Act’.

SEC. 1702. ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON TRANS-
FER OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PERSONAL PROPERTY TO FEDERAL
AND STATE LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES.

(a) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2576a of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (1)—

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the provisions of this section’’; and

(IT) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘, in-
cluding counter-drug and counterterrorism
activities’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘and the
Director of National Drug Control Policy’’;

(B) in subsection (b)—

(i) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(ii) in paragraph (4), by striking the period
and inserting a semicolon; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘“(b) the recipient certifies to the Depart-
ment of Defense that it has the personnel
and technical capacity, including training,
to operate the property; and

‘(6) the recipient certifies to the Depart-
ment of Defense that if the recipient deter-
mines that the property is surplus to the
needs of the recipient, the recipient will re-
turn the property to the Department of De-
fense.”’;

(C) by striking subsection (d); and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

¢(d) LIMITATIONS ON TRANSFERS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may not transfer under
this section any property as follows:

‘(1) Weapons, weapon parts, and weapon
components, including camouflage and de-
ception equipment, and optical sights.

‘(2) Weapon system specific vehicular ac-
cessories.

‘(3) Demolition materials.

‘“(4) Explosive ordinance.

¢“(5) Night vision equipment.

‘“(6) Tactical clothing, including uniform
clothing and footwear items, special purpose
clothing items, and specialized flight cloth-
ing and accessories.

‘(7)) Drones.

‘“(8) Combat, assault, and tactical vehicles,
including Mine-Resistant Ambush Protected
(MRAP) vehicles.

“(9) Training aids and devices.

*(10) Firearms of .50 caliber or higher, am-
munition of .50 caliber or higher, grenade
launchers, flash grenades, and bayonets.

‘“(e) APPROVAL BY LAW REQUIRED FOR
TRANSFER OF PROPERTY NOT PREVIOUSLY
TRANSFERRABLE.—(1) In the event the Sec-
retary of Defense proposes to make available
for transfer under this section any property
of the Department of Defense not previously
made available for transfer under this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report
setting forth the following:

““(A) A description of the property proposed
to be made available for transfer.

‘“(B) A description of the conditions, if any,
to be imposed on use of the property after
transfer.

“(C) A certification that transfer of the
property would not violate a provision of
this section or any other provision of law.
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‘(2) The Secretary may not transfer any
property covered by a report under this sub-
section unless authorized by a law enacted
by Congress after the date of the receipt of
the report by Congress.

“(f) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION ACCOUNTING FOR
TRANSFERRED PROPERTY.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress each year a certifi-
cation in writing that each recipient to
which the Secretary has transferred property
under this section during the preceding fiscal
year—

‘““(A) has provided to the Secretary docu-
mentation accounting for all property the
Secretary has previously transferred to such
recipient under this section; and

‘“(B) has complied with paragraphs (5) and
(6) of subsection (b) with respect to the prop-
erty so transferred during such fiscal year.

‘(2) If the Secretary cannot provide a cer-
tification under paragraph (1) for a recipient,
the Secretary may not transfer additional
property to such recipient under this sec-
tion, effective as of the date on which the
Secretary would otherwise make the certifi-
cation under this subsection, and such re-
cipient shall be suspended or terminated
from further receipt of property under this
section.

‘‘(g) CONDITIONS FOR EXTENSION OF PRO-
GRAM.—Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, amounts authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available for any
fiscal year may not be obligated or expended
to carry out this section unless the Sec-
retary submits to the appropriate commit-
tees of Congress a certification that for the
preceding fiscal year that—

‘(1) each recipient agency that has re-
ceived property under this section has—

‘““(A) demonstrated 100 percent account-
ability for all such property, in accordance
with paragraph (2) or (3), as applicable; or

‘““(B) been suspended or terminated from
the program pursuant to paragraph (4);

‘(2) with respect to each non-Federal agen-
cy that has received property under this sec-
tion, the State Coordinator responsible for
each such agency has verified that the State
Coordinator or an agent of the State Coordi-
nator has conducted an in-person inventory
of the property transferred to the agency and
that 100 percent of such property was ac-
counted for during the inventory or that the
agency has been suspended or terminated
from the program pursuant to paragraph (4);

“(3) with respect to each Federal agency
that has received property under this sec-
tion, the Secretary of Defense or an agent of
the Secretary has conducted an in-person in-
ventory of the property transferred to the
agency and that 100 percent of such property
was accounted for during the inventory or
that the agency has been suspended or termi-
nated from the program pursuant to para-
graph (4);

‘“(4) the eligibility of any agency that has
received property under this section for
which 100 percent of the equipment was not
accounted for during an inventory described
in paragraph (2) or (3), as applicable, to re-
ceive property transferred under this section
has been suspended or terminated; and

‘“(5) each State Coordinator has certified,
for each non-Federal agency located in the
State for which the State Coordinator is re-
sponsible that—

““(A) the agency has complied with all re-
quirements under this section; or

‘“(B) the eligibility of the agency to receive
property transferred under this section has
been suspended or terminated; and

‘“(6) the Secretary of Defense has certified,
for each Federal agency that has received
property under this section that—

‘“(A) the agency has complied with all re-
quirements under this section; or
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‘“(B) the eligibility of the agency to receive
property transferred under this section has
been suspended or terminated.

“(h) WEBSITE.—The Defense Logistics
Agency shall maintain, and update on a
quarterly basis, an Internet website on
which the following information shall be
made publicly available in a searchable for-
mat:

‘(1) A description of each transfer made
under this section, including transfers made
before the date of the enactment of the Stop
Militarizing Law Enforcement Act, set forth
by State, county, and recipient agency, and
including item name, item type, item model,
and quantity.

““(2) A list of all property transferred under
this section that is not accounted for by the
Defense Logistics Agency, including—

‘“(A) the name of the State, county, and re-
cipient agency;

‘(B) the item name, item type, and item
model;

‘“(C) the date on which such property be-
came unaccounted for by the Defense Logis-
tics Agency; and

‘(D) the current status of such item.

““(3) A list of each agency suspended or ter-
minated from further receipt of property
under this section, including State, county,
and agency, and the reason for and duration
of such suspension or termination.

‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘appropriate committees of
Congress’ means—

‘“(A) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs of the Senate; and

‘(B) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives.

‘“(2) The term ‘agent of a State Coordi-
nator’ means any individual to whom a State
Coordinator formally delegates responsibil-
ities for the duties of the State Coordinator
to conduct inventories described in sub-
section (g)(2).

““(3) The term ‘State Coordinator’, with re-
spect to a State, means the individual ap-
pointed by the governor of the State to
maintain property accountability records
and oversee property use by the State.”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this subsection shall take effect on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) RETURN OF PROPERTY TO DEPARTMENT
OF DEFENSE.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, each
Federal or State agency to which property
described by subsection (d) of section 2576a of
title 10, United States Code (as added by sub-
section (a)(1) of this section), was transferred
before the date of the enactment of this Act
shall return such property to the Defense Lo-
gistics Agency on behalf of the Department
of Defense.

SEC. 1703. USE OF DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY PREPAREDNESS GRANT
FUNDS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘Agency’” means the Federal
Emergency Management Agency; and

(2) the term ‘‘preparedness grant program’’
includes—

(A) the Urban Area Security Initiative au-
thorized under section 2003 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604);

(B) the State Homeland Security Grant
Program authorized under section 2004 of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 605);

(C) the Port Security Grant Program au-
thorized under section 70107 of title 46,
United States Code; and

(D) any other non-disaster preparedness
grant program of the Agency.

(b) LIMITATION.—The Agency may not per-
mit awards under a preparedness grant pro-
gram—
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(1) to be used to buy, maintain, or alter—

(A) explosive entry equipment;

(B) head and face protection equipment,
other than those to be used by certified
bomb technicians;

(C) canines (other than bomb-sniffing ca-
nines for agencies with certified bomb tech-
nicians or for use in search and rescue oper-
ations);

(D) tactical or armored vehicles;

(E) long range hailing and warning devices;

(F') tactical entry equipment (other than
for use by specialized teams such as Accred-
ited Bomb Squads, Tactical Entry, or Special
Weapons and Tactics (SWAT) Teams); or

(G) firearms of .50 caliber or higher, ammu-
nition of .50 caliber or higher, grenade
launchers, flash grenades, or bayonets;

(2) to be used to buy, maintain, or alter
body armor or ballistic helmets and shields
unless the grantee certifies to the Agency
that the equipment will not be used for riot
suppression.

(c) REVIEW OF PRIOR RECEIPT OF PROPERTY
BEFORE AWARD.—In making an award under
a preparedness grant program, the Agency
shall—

(1) determine whether the awardee has al-
ready received, and still retains, property
from the Department of Defense pursuant to
section 2576a of title 10, United States Code,
including through review of the website
maintained by the Defense Logistics Agency
pursuant to subsection (h) of such section (as
added by section 1702(a)(1) of this Act);

(2) require that the award may not be used
by the awardee to procure or obtain property
determined to be retained by the awardee
pursuant to paragraph (1); and

(3) require that the award only be used to
procure or obtain property in accordance
with use restrictions contained within the

Agency’s State and Local Preparedness
Grant Programs’ Authorized Equipment
List.

(d) USE OF GRANT PROGRAM FUNDS FOR RE-
QUIRED RETURN OF PROPERTY TO DOD.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the
use of funds by a State or local agency to re-
turn to the Department of Defense property
transferred to such State or local agency
pursuant to section 2676a of title 10, United
States Code, as such return is required by
section 1702(b) of this Act, shall be an allow-
able use of preparedness grant program funds
by such agency.

() ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES.—

(1) AUDIT OF USE OF PREPAREDNESS GRANT
FUNDS.—Not later than one year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
conduct an audit covering the period of fiscal
year 2010 through the current fiscal year on
the use of preparedness grant program funds.
The audit shall assess how funds have been
used to procure equipment, how the equip-
ment has been used, and whether the grant
awards have furthered the Agency’s goal of
improving the preparedness of State and
local communities.

(2) ANNUAL ACCOUNTING OF USE OF AWARD
FUNDS.—Not later than one year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Agen-
cy shall develop and implement a system of
accounting on an annual basis how prepared-
ness grant program funds have been used to
procure equipment, how the equipment has
been used, whether grantees have complied
with restrictions on the use of equipment
contained with the Authorized Equipment
List, and whether the awards have furthered
the Agency’s goal of enhancing the capabili-
ties of State agencies to prevent, deter, re-
spond to, and recover from terrorist attacks,
major disasters, and other emergencies.
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SEC. 1704. USE OF EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL
JUSTICE ASSISTANCE GRANT
FUNDS.

(a) LIMITATION.—Section 501(d) of title I of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3751(d)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(83) The purchase, maintenance,
ation, or operation of—

“‘(A) lethal weapons; or

‘(B) less-lethal weapons.”’.

(b) USE OF GRANT FUNDS FOR REQUIRED RE-
TURN OF PROPERTY TO DoD.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the use
of funds by a State agency or unit of local
government to return to the Department of
Defense property transferred to such agency
or unit of local government pursuant to sec-
tion 2676a of title 10, United States Code, as
such return is required by section 1702(b) of
this Act, shall be an allowable use of grant
amounts under the Edward Byrne Memorial
Justice Assistance Grant Program.

SEC. 1705. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and annually thereafter, the Comptroller
General of the United States shall submit to
Congress a report on Federal agencies, in-
cluding offices of Inspector General for Fed-
eral agencies, that have specialized units
that receive special tactical or military-
style training or use hard-plated body armor,
shields, or helmets and that respond to high-
risk situations that fall outside the capabili-
ties of regular law enforcement officers, in-
cluding any special weapons and tactics
(SWAT) team, tactical response teams, spe-
cial events teams, special response teams, or
active shooter teams.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
subsection (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) A description of each specialized unit
described under such subsection.

(2) A description of the training and weap-
ons of each such unit.

(3) The criteria for activating each such
unit and how often each such unit was acti-
vated for each year of the previous ten years.

(4) An estimate of the annual cost of equip-
ping and operating each such unit.

(5) Any other information that is relevant
to understanding the usefulness and jus-
tification for the units.

SA 873. Mrs. ERNST (for herself, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, and Ms. HIRONO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by her to the bill H.R. 2810, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2018 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPORT ON UTILIZATION OF SMALL
BUSINESSES FOR FEDERAL CON-
TRACTS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) since the passage of the Budget Control
Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-25; 125 Stat. 240),
many Federal agencies have started favoring
longer-term Federal contracts, including
multiple award contracts, over direct indi-
vidual awards;

(2) these multiple award contracts have
grown to more than one-fifth of Federal con-
tract spending, with the fastest growing
multiple award contracts surpassing
$100,000,000 in obligations for the first time
between 2013 and 2014;

alter-
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(3) in fiscal year 2017, 17 of the 20 largest
Federal contract opportunities are multiple
award contracts;

(4) while Federal agencies may choose to
use any or all of the various socio-economic
groups on a multiple award contract, the
Small Business Administration only exam-
ines socio-economic performance through
the small business procurement scorecard
and does not examine potential opportuni-
ties by those groups; and

(5) Congress and the Department of Justice
have been clear that no individual socio-eco-
nomic group shall be given preference over
another.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’”” means the
Administrator of the Small Business Admin-
istration;

(2) the term ‘“‘covered small business con-
cerns’’ means—

(A) HUBZone small business concerns;

(B) small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled veterans;

(C) small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by women; and

(D) socially and economically disadvan-
taged small business concerns, as defined in
section 8(a)(4)(A) of the Small Business Act
(156 U.S.C. 637(a)(4)(A)), receiving assistance
under such section 8(a); and

(3) the terms ‘‘HUBZone small business
concern’’, ‘‘small business concern’, ‘‘small
business concern owned and controlled by
service-disabled veterans’, and ‘‘small busi-
ness concern owned and controlled by
women’ have the meanings given those
terms in section 3 of the Small Business Act
(15 U.S.C. 632).

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship of the Senate and the Committee on
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives a report that includes—

(A) a determination as to whether small
business concerns and each category of cov-
ered small business concerns described in
subparagraphs (A) through (D) of subsection
(b)(2) are being utilized in a significant por-
tion of the Federal market on multiple
award contracts, including—

(i) whether awards are being reserved for 1
or more of those categories; and

(ii) whether each such category is being
given the opportunity to perform on mul-
tiple award contracts;

(B) a determination as to whether perform-
ance requirements for multiple award con-
tracts, as in effect on the day before the date
of enactment of this Act, are feasible and ap-
propriate for small business concerns; and

(C) any additional information as the Ad-
ministrator may determine necessary.

(2) REQUIREMENT.—In making the deter-
minations required under paragraph (1), the
Administrator shall use information from
multiple award contracts—

(A) with varied assigned North American
Industry Classification System codes; and

(B) that were awarded by not less than 8
Federal agencies.

SA 874. Mr. McCAIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2810, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2018 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:
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At the end of subtitle A of title XXVIII,
add the following:

SEC. . AUTHORIZED COST INCREASES.

Section 28563 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘by not
more than 10 percent’” after ‘“‘may be in-
creased’’; and

(2) in subsection (¢)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘limitation on cost vari-
ations” and inserting ‘‘limitation on cost de-
creases’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘case of a cost increase or a
reduction” and inserting ‘‘case of a reduc-
tion”’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) by striking ‘‘cost increase or reduction
in scope, the reasons therefor,” and inserting
“‘reduction in scope, the reasons therefor,
and’’; and

(IT) by striking ¢, and a description of the
funds proposed to be used to finance any in-
creased costs”.

SA 875. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and
Mr. REED) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2810, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2018 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

Strike title XXVII and insert the fol-
lowing:

TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND

CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 2701. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLO-
SURE ACTIVITIES FUNDED
THROUGH DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE BASE CLOSURE ACCOUNT.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2017, for base realignment and clo-
sure activities, including real property ac-
quisition and military construction projects,
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687
note) and funded through the Department of
Defense Base Closure Account established by
section 2906 of such Act (as amended by sec-
tion 2711 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division
B of Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2140)), as
specified in the funding table in section 4601.
Subtitle B—Defense Force and Infrastructure

Review and Recommendations
SEC. 2711. SHORT TITLE; PURPOSE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This subtitle may be
cited as the ‘‘Defense Force and Infrastruc-
ture Review Act of 2017,

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this subtitle
is to provide a fair and transparent process
that will result in the credible analysis of in-
frastructure requirements and recommenda-
tions for military infrastructure.

SEC. 2712. PROCEDURE FOR MAKING REC-
OMMENDATIONS FOR INFRASTRUC-
TURE CLOSURES AND REALIGN-
MENTS.

(a) FORCE-STRUCTURE PLAN AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE INVENTORY.—(1) As part of the
budget justification documents submitted to
Congress in support of the budget for the De-
partment of Defense for fiscal year 2019, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress the fol-
lowing:

(A)(1) Subject to clause (ii), a force-struc-
ture plan for the Armed Forces based on the
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most recent National Military Strategy, an
assessment by the Secretary of the probable
threats to the national security during the
20-year period beginning with that fiscal
year, the probable end-strength levels and
major military force units (including land
force divisions, carrier and other major com-
batant vessels, air wings, and other com-
parable units) needed to meet those threats,
and the anticipated levels of funding that
will be available for national defense pur-
poses during such period.

(ii) The force structure described in the
force-structure plan under clause (i) shall
contain, at a minimum, a Navy of 355 ships,
an Air Force of 1500 combat coded aircraft,
an Army of 60 brigade combat teams, and a
Marine Corps of three Marine expeditionary
forces, together with all enabling and sup-
porting elements.

(B) A comprehensive inventory of military
installations world-wide for each military
department, with specifications of the num-
ber and type of facilities in the active and re-
serve forces of each military department.

(2) Using the most recent National Mili-
tary Strategy and the force-structure plan
and infrastructure inventory prepared under
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall prepare
(and include as part of the submission of
such plan and inventory) the following:

(A) A description of the infrastructure nec-
essary to support the force structure de-
scribed in the force-structure plan.

(B) A discussion of categories of excess in-
frastructure and infrastructure capacity
within the United States and the target of
the Secretary for the reduction of such ex-
cess capacity.

(C) An economic analysis of the effect of
the closure or realignment of military in-
stallations to reduce excess infrastructure.

(3) In determining the level of necessary
versus excess infrastructure under paragraph
(2), the Secretary shall consider the fol-
lowing:

(A) The anticipated continuing need for
and availability of military installations
outside the United States, taking into ac-
count current restrictions on the use of mili-
tary installations outside the United States
and the potential for future prohibitions or
restrictions on the use of such military in-
stallations.

(B) Any efficiencies that may be gained
from joint tenancy by more than one branch
of the Armed Forces at a military installa-
tion.

(4) The Secretary may revise the force-
structure plan and infrastructure inventory
prepared under paragraph (1). If the Sec-
retary makes such a revision, the Secretary
shall submit the revised plan or inventory to
Congress not later than September 15, 2018.
For purposes of selecting military installa-
tions for closure or realignment under this
subtitle, no revision of the force-structure
plan or infrastructure inventory is author-
ized after September 15, 2018.

(b) CERTIFICATION OF NEED FOR FURTHER
CLOSURES AND REALIGNMENTS.—(1) On the
basis of the force-structure plan and infra-
structure inventory prepared under sub-
section (a) and the descriptions and eco-
nomic analysis prepared under such sub-
section, the Secretary shall include as part
of the submission of the plan and inven-
tory—

(A) a certification regarding whether the
need exists for the closure or realignment of
additional military installations; and

(B) if such need exists, a certification that
the additional round of closures and realign-
ments would result in substantial annual net
savings for the Department of Defense fol-
lowing the completion of such closures and
realignments.

(2) If the Secretary does not include the
certifications referred to in paragraph (1) as
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part of the submission of the force-structure
plan and infrastructure inventory prepared
under subsection (a), the President may not
commence a round for the selection of mili-
tary installations for closure and realign-
ment under this subtitle in the year fol-
lowing submission of the force-structure
plan and infrastructure inventory.

(¢c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL EVALUATION.—
(1) If the certification is provided under sub-
section (b), the Comptroller General of the
United States shall prepare an evaluation of
the following:

(A) The force-structure plan and infra-
structure inventory prepared under sub-
section (a) and the final selection criteria
specified in subsection (d), including an eval-
uation of the accuracy and analytical suffi-
ciency of such plan, inventory, and criteria.

(B) The need for the closure or realignment
of additional military installations.

(2) The Comptroller General shall submit
to Congress the evaluation prepared under
paragraph (1) not later than 60 days after the
date on which the force-structure plan and
infrastructure inventory are submitted to
Congress.

(d) FINAL SELECTION CRITERIA.—(1) The
final criteria to be used by the Secretary in
making recommendations for the closure or
realignment of military installations in the
United States under this subtitle shall be the
military value criteria specified in para-
graph (2) and other criteria specified in para-
graph (3).

(2) The military value criteria specified in
this paragraph are as follows:

(A) The current and future mission capa-
bilities and the impact on operational readi-
ness of the total force of the Department of
Defense, including the impact on joint
warfighting, training, and readiness.

(B) The availability and condition of land,
facilities, and associated airspace (including
training areas suitable for maneuver by
ground, naval, or air forces throughout a di-
versity of climate and terrain areas and
staging areas for the use of the Armed
Forces in homeland defense missions) at
both existing and potential receiving loca-
tions.

(C) The ability to accommodate contin-
gency, mobilization, surge, and future total
force requirements at both existing and po-
tential receiving locations to support oper-
ations and training.

(D) The cost of operations and the man-
power implications.

(E) The strategic impact of the location of
an installation on operational plans, contin-
gency plans, and missions of the combatant
commands.

(3)(A) The other criteria that the Secretary
shall use in making recommendations for the
closure or realignment of military installa-
tions in the United States under this subtitle
are as follows:

(i) The extent and timing of potential costs
and savings, including the number of years,
beginning with the date of completion of the
closure or realignment, for the savings to ex-
ceed the costs.

(ii) The economic impact on existing com-
munities in the vicinity of military installa-
tions.

(iii) The extent with which a closure or re-
alignment contributes to the reduction of ex-
cess infrastructure and infrastructure capac-
ity to meet the targeted reduction estab-
lished by the Secretary as required by sub-
section (a)(2)(B).

(iv) The ability of the infrastructure of
both the existing and potential receiving
communities to support forces, missions, and
personnel.

(v) The cost of mitigating the impact of
any increases of such forces, missions, and
personnel at receiving locations to maintain
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the level of service that exists prior to the
closure or realignment.

(vi) The environmental impact, including
the impact of costs related to potential envi-
ronmental restoration, vulnerability adapta-
tion, mitigation, waste management, and en-
vironmental compliance activities.

(B) When determining the costs associated
with a closure or realignment under subpara-
graph (A)(i), the Secretary shall consider
costs associated with military construction,
information technology, environmental re-
mediation, relocation of personnel, termi-
nation of public-private contracts, guaran-
tees, and other factors contributing to the
cost of a closure or realignment as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(e) PRIORITY GIVEN TO MILITARY VALUE.—
The Secretary shall give priority consider-
ation to the military value criteria specified
in subsection (d)(2) in the making of rec-
ommendations for the closure or realign-
ment of military installations.

(f) EFFECT ON DEPARTMENT AND OTHER
AGENCY CosTs.—Selection criteria relating
to cost savings or return on investment from
the proposed closure or realignment of mili-
tary installations under this subtitle shall
take into account the effect of the proposed
closure or realignment on the costs of any
other activity of the Department of Defense
or any other Federal agency that may be re-
quired to assume responsibility for activities
at the military installations.

(g) RELATION TO OTHER MATERIALS.—The
final selection criteria specified in sub-
section (d) shall be the only criteria to be
used, along with the force-structure plan and
infrastructure inventory referred to in sub-
section (a), in making recommendations for
the closure or realignment of military in-
stallations in the United States under this
subtitle.

(h) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RECOMMENDA-
TIONS.—(1)(A) If the Secretary makes the
certifications required under subsection (b),
the Secretary shall, by not later than May
15, 2019, publish in the Federal Register—

(i) with respect to each military installa-
tion in the United States, unclassified as-
sessment data of the current condition of fa-
cilities and infrastructure and an environ-
mental baseline of known contamination and
remediation activities at each such installa-
tion that will be used by the Secretary to de-
velop closure and realignment recommenda-
tions; and

(ii) standard rules to be used by the Sec-
retary to calculate annual recurring savings
for manpower, base operating costs, utility
costs, base closure guarantees, service-shar-
ing agreements, and other installation sup-
port activities that the Secretary will use in
the determination of the savings derived
from closure and realignment of military in-
stallations.

(B) The Secretary shall provide a public
comment period of 60 days to allow for a re-
view of the data published under subpara-
graph (A) and an opportunity for the Sec-
retary to correct the assessments to ensure
accurate and reliable information is used for
final closure and realignment recommenda-
tions.

(C) If the Secretary does not publish the
data or standard rules under subparagraph
(A) by May 15, 2019, the President shall not
commence a round for the selection of mili-
tary installations for closure and realign-
ment under this subtitle.

(2)(A) If the Secretary makes the certifi-
cations required under subsection (b), the
Secretary shall, by not later than October 15,
2019, publish in the Federal Register and
transmit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a list of the military installations
inside the United States that the Secretary
recommends for closure or realignment on
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the basis of the force-structure plan and in-
frastructure inventory prepared by the Sec-
retary under subsection (a) and the final se-
lection criteria specified in subsection (d).

(B) The closures and realignments included
in the list published by the Secretary under
subparagraph (A) may not have an estimated
cost to implement that exceeds $5,000,000,000
as certified by the Director of Cost Analysis
and Program Evaluation of the Department
of Defense.

(C) At the same time as the transmittal of
the list under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a certification that—

(i) the recommendations included in such
list will yield net savings to the Department
of Defense within seven years of completing
the closures and realignments included in
such recommendations; and

(ii) no individual recommendation for clo-
sure or realignment is included in such list
unless the closure or realignment dem-
onstrates net savings to the Department
within 10 years.

(D) Not later than seven days after the
transmittal of the list of recommendations
for closure and realignment under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall submit to the
congressional defense committees—

(i) a summary of the selection process that
resulted in the recommendation for each in-
stallation, including a justification for each
recommendation based on the final selection
criteria under subsection (d); and

(ii) for each such recommendation, a mas-
ter plan that contains a list of each facility
action (including construction, development,
conversion, or extension, and any acquisition
of land necessary to produce a complete and
usable facility or a complete and usable im-
provement to an existing facility) required
to carry out the closure or realignment, in-
cluding the scope of work, cost, and timing
of each construction activity as documented
in military construction project data jus-
tifications.

(E) With respect to each recommendation
for closure or realignment of a military in-
stallation under subparagraph (A), the con-
struction scope and cost data contained in
the master plan under subparagraph (D)(ii)
for such installation shall be deemed to be
the authorization by law to carry out the
construction activity as required under
chapter 169 of title 10, United States Code.

(3)(A) In considering military installations
for closure or realignment, the Secretary
shall consider all military installations in
the United States equally without regard to
whether the installation has been previously
considered or proposed for closure or realign-
ment by the Department.

(B) In considering military installations
for closure or realignment, the Secretary
may not take into account for any purpose
any advance conversion planning undertaken
by an affected community with respect to
the anticipated closure or realignment of an
installation.

(C) For purposes of subparagraph (B), in
the case of a community anticipating the
economic effects of a closure or realignment
of a military installation, advance conver-
sion planning—

(i) shall include community adjustment
and economic diversification planning under-
taken by the community before an antici-
pated selection of a military installation in
or near the community for closure or re-
alignment; and

(ii) may include the development of contin-
gency redevelopment plans, plans for eco-
nomic development and diversification, and
plans for the joint use (including civilian and
military use, public and private use, civilian
dual use, and civilian shared use) of the prop-
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erty or facilities of the installation after the
anticipated closure or realignment.

(D) In making recommendations for clo-
sure or realignment of a military installa-
tion under subparagraph (A), the Secretary
shall consider any notice received from a
local government in the vicinity of a mili-
tary installation that the government would
approve of the closure or realignment of the
installation.

(E) Notwithstanding the requirement in
subparagraph (D), the Secretary shall make
the recommendations referred to in that sub-
paragraph based on the force-structure plan,
infrastructure inventory, and final selection
criteria otherwise applicable to such rec-
ommendations.

(F) The recommendations shall include a
statement of the result of the consideration
of any notice described in subparagraph (D)
that is received with respect to a military
installation covered by such recommenda-
tions. The statement shall set forth the rea-
sons for the result.

(G) For each closure recommendation, and
based on an assessment of the extent of eco-
nomic impact to local communities sup-
porting the military installation to be
closed, the Secretary shall determine and
propose an amount to be provided to the
local redevelopment agency within a year of
the final decision to close the installation to
be used to accelerate local redevelopment ac-
tivities.

(4)(A) In addition to making all informa-
tion used by the Secretary to prepare the
recommendations under this subsection
available to Congress (including any com-
mittee or member of Congress), the Sec-
retary shall also make such information
available to the Comptroller General of the
United States.

(B) The Comptroller General shall analyze
the information made available to the Comp-
troller General under subparagraph (A) for
each recommendation (including informa-
tion provided by local communities) and sub-
mit any recommendations of the Comp-
troller General to Congress for consider-
ation.

(5)(A) Each person referred to in subpara-
graph (B), when submitting information to
the Secretary of Defense concerning the clo-
sure or realignment of a military installa-
tion, shall certify that such information is
accurate and complete to the best of that
person’s knowledge and belief.

(B) Subparagraph (A) applies to the fol-
lowing persons:

(i) The Secretaries of the military depart-
ments.

(ii) The heads of the Defense Agencies.

(iii) Each person who is in a position the
duties of which include personal and sub-
stantial involvement in the preparation and
submission of information and recommenda-
tions concerning the closure or realignment
of military installations, as designated in
regulations that the Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe, regulations that the Sec-
retary of each military department shall pre-
scribe for personnel within that military de-
partment, or regulations that the head of
each Defense Agency shall prescribe for per-
sonnel within that Defense Agency.

(6) Any information provided to the Sec-
retary of Defense by a person described in
paragraph (5)(B), regardless of the method of
transmission, shall be made available for the
public record and submitted in written form
to the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives to be made available to the Members of
the House concerned in accordance with the
rules of that House. The information shall be
submitted to the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives within 48 hours after the sub-
mission of the information to the Secretary.

(7) No military installation may be rec-
ommended for inactive status under this sub-
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section unless the Secretary certifies that
its use for future mobilization is essential to
meet operational plans.

(8) The Secretary shall analyze and, to the
extent the Secretary considers appropriate,
recommend the realignment and closure of
military installations outside the United
States.

(9) Not later than October 31, 2019, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the President a report
containing a list of the military installa-
tions that the Secretary recommends for clo-
sure or realignment under this subsection,
including recommendations regarding mili-
tary installations outside the United States
under paragraph (8).

(i) REVIEW BY THE PRESIDENT.—(1) The
President shall, by not later than November
15, 2019, transmit to Congress a report con-
taining the President’s approval or dis-
approval of the recommendations of the Sec-
retary under subsection (h).

(2) If the President approves all of the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary, the Presi-
dent shall transmit a copy of such rec-
ommendations to Congress, together with a
certification of such approval.

(3) If the President disapproves of the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary, in whole or
in part, the President shall transmit to Con-
gress the reasons for that disapproval. The
Secretary shall then transmit to the Presi-
dent, by not later than December 1, 2019, a
revised list of recommendations for the clo-
sure and realignment of military installa-
tions.

(4) If the President approves all of the re-
vised recommendations of the Secretary
transmitted to the President under para-
graph (3), the President shall transmit a
copy of such revised recommendations to
Congress, together with a certification of
such approval.

(5) If the President does not transmit to
Congress an approval and certification de-
scribed in paragraph (2) or (4) by December 2,
2019, the process by which military installa-
tions may be selected for closure or realign-
ment under this subtitle shall be terminated.
SEC. 2713. CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT OF MILI-

TARY INSTALLATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—

(1) close all military installations rec-
ommended for closure in the report trans-
mitted to Congress by the President pursu-
ant to section 2712(i) and approved under
subsection (b);

(2) realign all military installations rec-
ommended for realignment in such report
and approved under such subsection;

(3) carry out the privatization in place of a
military installation recommended for clo-
sure or realignment in such report and ap-
proved under such subsection only if privat-
ization in place is a method of closure or re-
alignment of the military installation speci-
fied in the recommendations in such report
and is determined by the Secretary to be the
most cost-effective method of implementa-
tion of the recommendation;

(4) carry out the construction activities
contained in the master plan for the military
installation as required under section
2712(h)(2)(D)(i1);

(5) initiate all such closures and realign-
ments not later than two years after the
date on which the President transmits the
report to Congress pursuant to section 2712(i)
containing the recommendations for such
closures or realignments; and

(6) complete all such closures and realign-
ments not later than the end of the five-year
period beginning on the date on which the
President transmits the report pursuant to
section 2712(i) containing the recommenda-
tions for such closures or realignments.
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(b) CONGRESSIONAL APPROVAL.—The Sec-
retary may not carry out a closure or re-
alignment recommended in the report trans-
mitted by the President pursuant to section
2712(i) unless a joint resolution is enacted ap-
proving that closure or realignment.

SEC. 2714. IMPLEMENTATION AND ANALYSIS.

(a) USE IN MAKING ASSESSMENTS AND REC-
OMMENDATIONS.—In making assessments and
recommendations under section 2712, the
Secretary shall analyze the requirements
and authorities under this section and con-
sider all of the actions to be taken under this
section with respect to closing or realigning
a military installation under this subtitle.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) In closing or re-
aligning any military installation under this
subtitle, the Secretary may—

(A) take such actions as may be necessary
to close or realign any military installation,
including the acquisition of such land, the
construction of such replacement facilities,
the performance of such activities, and the
conduct of such advance planning and design
as may be required to transfer functions
from a military installation being closed or
realigned to another military installation,
and may use for such purpose funds in the
Account or funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for use in planning and de-
sign, minor construction, or operation and
maintenance;

(B)(1) provide—

(I) economic adjustment assistance to any
community located near a military installa-
tion being closed or realigned, and

(IT) community planning assistance to any
community located near a military installa-
tion to which functions will be transferred as
a result of the closure or realignment of a
military installation,
if the Secretary of Defense determines that
the financial resources available to the com-
munity (by grant or otherwise) for such pur-
poses are inadequate, and may use for such
purposes funds in the Account or funds ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense for
economic adjustment assistance or commu-
nity planning assistance;

(C) carry out activities for the purposes of
environmental restoration and mitigation at
any such installation, and shall use for such
purposes funds in the Account;

(D) provide outplacement assistance to ci-
vilian employees employed by the Depart-
ment of Defense at military installations
being closed or realigned, and may use for
such purpose funds in the Account or funds
appropriated to the Department of Defense
for outplacement assistance to employees;
and

(E) reimburse other Federal agencies for
actions performed at the request of the Sec-
retary with respect to any such closure or re-
alignment, and may use for such purpose
funds in the Account or funds appropriated
to the Department of Defense and available
for such purpose.

(2) In carrying out any closure or realign-
ment under this subtitle, the Secretary shall
ensure that environmental restoration of
any property made excess to the needs of the
Department of Defense as a result of such
closure or realignment be carried out as soon
as possible with funds available for such pur-
pose.

(c) MANAGEMENT AND DISPOSAL OF PROP-
ERTY.—(1) The Administrator of General
Services shall delegate to the Secretary of
Defense, with respect to excess and surplus
real property, facilities, and personal prop-
erty located at a military installation closed
or realigned under this subtitle—

(A) the authority of the Administrator to
utilize excess property under subchapter II of
chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code;

(B) the authority of the Administrator to
dispose of surplus property under subchapter
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IIT of chapter 5 of title 40, United States
Code;

(C) the aut